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The SPEAKER. 

on amending the original text; and then on the 
substitutes. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Then, I will 
offer my substitute after the vote is taken upon the 
substitute of the gentleman from Ohio, of course 
provided that is reject d. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
previous question to be practically operating. 

‘ Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Was the 
main question ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House su- 
nerseded it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
itgo. I have only to say that my amendment is 
the best one of the two, [laughser;] and, if there 
be no objection, I will modify my amendment. 


The vote-will be first taken | 


Then, let | 


Instead of ‘* ninety-three thousand,’’ let it stand | 


‘ninety-three thousand four hundred and twen- 
ty.’ That is the accurate number. 

"No objection’ being made, the amendment was 
modified accordingly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I now submit my 
motion, that the bill (S. No. 239) be recommitted 
to the Committee on Territories, with instructions 
to insert a clause therein, or add a section thereto, 
repealing so much of the actentitled ‘*An act for 
the admission of the State of Kansas into the 
Union,’’ approved May 4, 1858, as prohibits the 
people of Kansas from forming aconstitution, and 
asking admission into the Union as a State, until 
‘‘itis ascertained by a cerisus, duly and legally 
taken, that the population of said Territory equals 





or exceeds the ratio of representation required for | 
a member of the House of Representatives of the | 


Congress of the United States.”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
of order on that motion, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertam 
the motion in the form in which it is presented. 
It is an instruction to one of the committees of 
the House to do that which the House itself can- 
not do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. I will not occupy the time 
of the House with giving reasons for the appeal. 
I am satisfied myself that the motion is in order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
and nays on that motion. 

Mr. STANTON. Is the question divisible 
between recommitting and the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not divisible, as the 
gentleman can satisfy himself by an examination 
of the proposition. If one were voted down, 
could the other stand alone? That is the test of 
the divisibility of a proposition under the rules. 
Ifthe motion to recommit falls, what has the other 
portion of the motion to stand upon? 

Mr. STANTON. That, perhaps, is a ques- 
tion for the House to decide. The House might 
very well vote to recommit for other purposes, 
than with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done by an 
independent motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to lay on the table. . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 118, nays 95; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abl, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, 
Burns, Caruthers, Cavanaugh, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, 


John Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Mis- 


I make a point 


I demand the yeas 


sissippi, Dewart, Dimmick, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, | 


English, Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Gil- 
lis, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg. Lawrence W. Hall, Harris, 
Hawkins, Hill, Hodges, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Huy- 
ler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen 
Jones, Keitt, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar, Lawrence, Leidy, 
Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, McQueen, McRae, Samuel 
8. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Joha 8. Phelps, Wil- 


liam W. Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Ricaud, Ruffin, Russell, | 
Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron | 


Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Singleton, Sam- 
uel A. Smiih, William Smith, Stallworth, Stephens, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, George Taylor, “Miles 
Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Ward, 
Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, Worten- 


64 


1 move to lay the appeal on | 











waa Augustus R. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 
—1})18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Andrews, Billinghurst, 
singham. Blair, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Bur- 
roughs, Case, Chaffee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Horace F 
Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Cowode, Cra 
ging Curtis, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Towa, Dawes, 
Deth. Dick, Dodd. Durfee, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, 
Giddings. Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger. Grow, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, Hateh, Hoard, Horton, Howard, 
Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, 
Landy, Leach, Leiter, Lovgjov, Humptrey Marshall. Mat 
teson, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Jov Mortis, 
Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, 
Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, 
Powe, Purviance, Reilly, Robbins, Roberts, Royee, Judson 
W. Sherman, Robert Smith, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Thaver, ‘Thompson, Tompkins, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and Wood 


—5. 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid on the table. 
During the vote, 


Mr. REILLY said that he had stated to his 


| people before the last election, that whenever the 
| question came before the House whether or not 
| the ** English restriction’’ 


o should be repealed, 
he would vote for its repeal; he therefore voted 
‘ec > 

no, 

The question recurred on Mr. Hitu’s amend- 
ment. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 


The amendment proposed 


| by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hix} is, in 


effect, the same as the one proposed to be offered 


| by the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Bon- 


HAM.] It is suggested that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia be withdrawn, that my 
own amendment be temporarily withdrawn, and 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Seuth 


| Carolina be offered, with mine as an amendment 


to it. 

Mr. HILL. I will not withdraw my amend- 
ment except to oblige the gentleman from South 
Carolina, who prefers his own to mine. There 


| is a good deal of affinity between the two. They 


are almost identical in effect, but unless, accord- 


| ing to parliamentary usage, his can now take the 
| place of mine, I will not withdraw mine. 


Mr. SEWARD. 
ments. 

Mr. BONHAM. Did I understand the Chair 
to decide that the amendment I propose is out of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be reached. There 
are two amendments pending to the eriginal bill. 
The only point where the gentleman can hang his 
améndment on, is to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. MarsHatt.]} 

Mr. BONHAM. Then I would like to pro- 
pose it as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Oh, no; 
mine is an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. BONHAM. I have misunderstood the 
ruling of the Chair. I had supposed that a vote 
would be taken on each amendment, in the order 
in which it was submitted. 

The SPEAKER. That was the statement of 
the Chair. And if the number were too great for 
all to be admitted, those first offered were to be 


I object to all these arrange- 


|| entertained. Thatis carrying out whatthe Chair 


understands to be the order of the House—that 
all amendments shall be offered that can be in 
order. 

Mr. BONHAM. 
from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] to say that all 
propositions were to have a fair chance, 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BONHAM. I did not understand it to be 
‘Sunder the rules of the Housbk.’”’ If I had, I 
would certainly have been a little more prompt 
in offering my amendmegt. I supposed it would 
be in time at any pen and that I could have 
a vote fairly taken upon it. Lam exceedingly de- 
sirous that that should be done. ; 

Mr. HILL. 1 offer the gentleman every facil- 
ity in my power to accommodate him. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 object to arrangements. 


I understood the gentleman | 


amendment to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I decidedly 
object to that, because mine is now an amend- 
ment to an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s amend- 
mentcan come in as an amendment to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM. } 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to know whether, 
by the understanding that prevails, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina may 
not be offered as an amendment to the original 
bill, if the other amendments be voted down ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not so un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. MILLSON. That was the understanding 
as to the effect of the agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the order of the 
Louse was to place the House, at twelve o’elock, 
exactly in the position as if the previous question 
had been seconded, and the main question had 
been ordered to be now put. 

Mr. BONHAM. ILask that my amendment be 
read. 

Mr. Bonnam’s proposition was read, as follows: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted. That this act shall not 
take effect till, by acensus duly and legally taken under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be ascer- 
tained that the population included and residing within the 
limits of the proposed State of Oregon equals or exceeds the 
ratio of representation required for a member of the House 
of Representatives of the Congress of the United States; 
and the President of the United States, so soon as this fact 
shall be duly made known to him, shall announce the same 
by proclamation; and thereafter, and without any further 
proceedings on the part of Congress, this act, and every part 
thereof, shall take effect, and the admission of the State of 
Oregon into the Union upon an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States, in all respe@ts whatever, shall be absolute and 


complete, 

Mr. MAYNARD. IL ask whether a simple ob- 
jection can avail to prevent the arrangement which 
I suggested a moment ago? I think the gentle- 
man from Georgia should be allowed to withdraw 
his amendment, which is, in substance, the same 
as that which has been just read, to allow the 


| gentleman from South Carolina to offer his amend - 


ment, and me to offer mine as an amendment 
to it. # 

The SPEAKER. The reason of the ruling of 
the Chair is this: if the previous question were 
seconded, and the main question ordered, it would 
not be competent for gentlemen to withdraw 
amendments, or to modify gees except 
by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I respectfully submit to the 
Chair, whether the order made by the House to 


close debate at twelve o’clock to-day, can have 


the technical effect of the previous question to cut 
off all amendments, or whether it can have any 
further effect than simply to close debate on the 
bill? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated more 


| than once that, in his judgment, the effect of the 


order is the same as if the previous question had 
been seconded, and the main question ordered to 


| be put. 


Mr. GROW. That was my understanding, 
Mr. Speaker. ‘ 

Mr. BONHAM. If the amendment which I 
propose is submitted as an amendment to the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM,| I apprehend that it will scarcely be af- 
tached to the original bill. I propose that the 
original bill, with my amendment, be voted on. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there not an 
amendment now pending to the original bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Two of them. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. An amendment 
to the original bill, and the amendment to that. 
That is as far as itcan go on that line. Then there 
is a substitute pending; and is there an amend- 
ment pending to that? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I hold that 


| ho other amendment, in any shape, is in order, 


Mr. BONHAM. Then | hope that my prop- || You cannot propose an amendment in the third 
osition may be read, and may come in as an |i degree. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 


nessee is right, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the original 


| Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Vallandigham, Wade, Wal- {| Mr. KUNK EL, of Pennsylvania. 





| dron, Walton, Ward, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. 


Washburne. Israel] Washburn, Watkins, White, Whiteley, 
Wilson, Winslow, Wood, Wortendyke, Augustus K. 


bill is taken up, you can propose to amend that, | Wright, and John V. Wright—173. 


or a substitute can be offered, and then a gentle- 
man would have aright to offer an amendment to 
perfect the original bill. An amendment on that 
is as far as you can go. When that is voted on 
you come to the substitute; and one amendment 
to the substitute is all that can be pending at a 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The previous ques- 
tion, as I understood, is pending on this bill. The 
understanding was that the amendments should 
come in in order, and no other way. 

Mr. BONHAM. There was nothing said about 
order. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
Georgia was appealed to, to let the amendments 
in, he replied that he agreed to let them all be pre- 


sented and printed, and that then they could come | 


in under the rules. 

Mr. BONHAM. There was nothing said about 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from Georgia before me: 

“Mr. Srepnens, of Georgia. That the gentleman from 
Kentucky may understand my agreement, it is: that on 
Saturday, at twelve o'clock, the motions now pending shall 
come up under the rule just as if the previous question were 
sustained.”’ 

Mr. BONHAM. That must have been said 
afterwards, that the gentleman from Kentucky 
might understand the agreement previously made. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Hus.) 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Is that an amendment to 
the orginal bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. And if adopted it would 
cut off all the other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The freends of the original 
bill have a right to perfect it first. When the 
amendments to the original bill are disposed of, 
then the question comes up on the substitute and 
the amendments to that substitute. 

Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays on his 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to inquire whether, 
in the opinion of the Chair, if this amendment 
should be adopted as an amendment to the one 
which I have offered, the two amendments would 
stand together; or whether the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia would be in the nature of 
a substitute for mine? In other words, whether 
théy are not separate and independent amend- 


ments, or whethef® each proposition would not || 


have to stand upon its own merits? 

The SPEAKER. 
the opinion of the Chair. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hixv’s amend- 
ment; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
32, nays 173; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Blair, Boyce, Bryan, Chaffee, 
Horace F, Clark, Clawson, Dick, Farnsworth, Gilmer, 
Hill, Keitt, Kellogg, John C. Kunkel, McQueen, Matteson, 


Maynard, Miles, Millson, Mou, Olin, Ricaud, Royee, | 


Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Stallworth, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Vance, Walbridge, and Zollicotfer—32. 
NAYS—Measrs. Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Arnold, Atkins, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bonham, 
Bowie, Branch, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Burns, Burroughs, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, Cavanangh, 
Chapman, Ezra Clark, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Clark 
B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, 
Corning,Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, 
Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, 
Davis of Mississippi, Davis of Lowa, Dean, Dewart, Dim- 
mick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Elliou, 
English, Fenton, Florence, Foley, Foster, Gartrell, Gillis, 
Gilman, Gooch, Goode, Granger, Green wood, Gregg, Grow, 
Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, Hateh, 


Hawkins, Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, Houston, Hughes, | 


Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen 
Jones, Keim, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lovejoy, Maclay, McKibbin, McRae, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Oli- 
ver A. Morse, Murray, Niblack, Nichols, Palmer, Parker, 


Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, John 8. Phelps, William W. || ’ 
: a | the table, and I should have voted in the affirma- 


Phelps, Phillips, Potter, Pottle, Powell, Purviance, Reagan, 
Reilly, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage 
Scot, Searing, Seward, Aaron w, Judson W. Sherman’ 
Singleton, rt Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Seleng, Bae- 


ton, Stephens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William 


Stewart, Talbot, Tappan, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, 


[ heard not a word about the subject of 


I have the remarks of the | 


They are independent, in | 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
During the call, 


Mr. GARNETT stated that he had paired off 


| with Mr. Bisnop; that Mr. Bisnorp would have 


t 


voted against the amendment, as he believed, 


while he [Mr. Garnett] would have voted for it. | 


The question recurring on Mr. Maynarp’s 
amendment, it was taken; and decided in ghe 
negative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then being upon the amendment 


/of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 


SHALL] to the substitute proposed by Mr. Bine- || tucky modified it. 


HAM, 


Mr. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and |) 


| nays; and called for tellers on the yeas and nays. 


j 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. UnpERwoop 
and Puitiips were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 39, noes 144. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered (one fifth 
voting in favor thereof.) 

Mr. HUGHES. I understand that the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Kentucky is offered 
as a substitute for the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether it is germane to the substitute ? 

The SPEAKER. 
late to make the question of order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would inquire what would 


be the effect of adopting this amendment? If || 


adopted, would the next question be between it 
and the original Senate bill? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois.. I am op- 


| posed to all these amendments, and opposed to the 


bill. I move to lay the whole subject upon the 
table; and upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were said. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 94, nays 124; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bingham, Blair, Bon- 
ham, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, Chaffee, 
Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, Ciark B. Coch- 
rane, Davis of Maryland, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Giddings, 
Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, Haskin, Hill, Howard, Keim, Kel- 
loge, Kelsey. Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, 
Lovejoy, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, May- 
nard, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Free- 


, man IL. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, 


Parker, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, 
Jolin Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, Spinner, 
Stallworth, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, Thompson, 


Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Vance, Wade, Walbridge, | 


Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and Zollicoffer—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Arnolk, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bowic, Boyce, 
Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, 
Cavanaugh, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Jobn 
Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Cox, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, 
Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dimmick, 


| Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Florence, Foley 
, , -? 


Foster, Gartrell, Gillis, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, 


| Lawrence W. Hall, Hatch Hawkins, Hoard, Hodges, Hop- 


kins, Horton, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Jacob M. 
Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Leteher, Ma- 


| clay, MeKibbin, McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, 
|| Miles, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nib- 


lack, Nichols, Pendleton. Pettit, Peyton, John S. Phelps, 
William W. Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, 
Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron 
Shaw, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Stephens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, 
George Taylor, Miles Taylor, Thayer, Vallandigham, Ward, 
Watkins, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, 


| nen Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright— 


So the House refused to lay the subject upon 
the table. 


During the call, 
Mr. HASKIN stated that Mr. Sicxies had 


| paired off with Mr. Hickman, who had been 
|| called home by sickness in his family. 


Mr. GOODE said: My colleague, Mr. Fauix- 


| wer, having been called Away necessarily, | have 
| paired off wich him. 


If he had been present he 
would have voted against the motion to lay upon 


tive—he being in favor of the passage of the bill, 
and I being opposed to it. 

The vote was then announced as above “re- 
corded. 


The Chair thinks it is too || : 
| ford, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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| the House do now adjourn. 





____ February 12, 
I move that 
The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred up@n Mr. Marsuatt’s 


_ amendment. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 


| what number of inhabitants is required by the 
_amendment of the gentleman from K 


entucky? 
The SPEAKER. Ninety-three thousand. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That, I belieye 
is not the ratio now required by law. F 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair should have saiq 
it requires ninety-three thousand four hundred 
and twenty. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not so in the 
printed amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When? 

The SPEAKER. This morning, by unani- 
mous consent. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
— in the negative—yeas 16, nays 19]; as fo}. 
ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, 


| Clawson, Gilmer, Robert B. Hall, Harris, Hill, Humphrey 


Marshall, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, William Smith, Under- 
wood, Vance, and Zollicoffer—16. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Arnold, 


| Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bingham, Bocock, Bon- 


ham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Buflinton, 
Burlingame, Burnett, Burns, Burroughs, Caruthers, Case, 
Caskie, Cavanaugh, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, 
Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, 
Corning, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- 


Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, 
Dewart, Dick, Dimmick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, 
Edmundson, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Fo- 
ley, Foster, Garnett, Gartrell, Giddings, Gillis, Gilman, 
Gooch, Goodwin, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Grow, 


| Lawrence W. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, Hawkins, Hodges, 
| Hopkins, Herton, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Huyler, Jack- 


son, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen Jones, Keim, 
Keitt, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, 
Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, Letcher, 


| Lovejoy, Maclay, McKibbin, McQueen, McRae, Samuei 


S. Marshall, Mason, Matteson, Miles, Miller, Millson, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan. Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, 
ey Niblack, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pendleton, 

ettit, Peyton, John S. Phelps, William W. Phelps, Phillips, 
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Powell, Purviance, Reagan, Reilly, 
Roberts, Royce, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, 
Shorter, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stephens, Stevenson, James A. 


| Stewart, William Stewart, Talbot, Tappan, George Taylor, 


Miles ‘Taylor, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Vallandig- 
ham, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Ward, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburn, Ellibhu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, White, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, Wor- 
tendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—191. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

During the call, 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that upon this and all 
other votes upon this bill, he had paired off with 
Mr. Kunken, of Maryland, for the rest of the 
day. 

The question recurred on Mr. Bryeuam’s sub- 
stitute for the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has no right 
to modify his amendment now. 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX, and others, objected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My amendment was mod- 


I propose to modify my 


ified this morning, so that the body of my bill 


was moved as a substitute for that of the Senate 
bill, and my preamble for that preamble. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. The motion will 
now be taken on striking out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and inserting the body of the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

Mr. DEAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 80, nays 132; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bingham, Blair, Bray- 
ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, Chaffee, Ezra 


Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, 
Cragin, Davis of Maryland, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, 


| Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, 


Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Harris, Hoard, Howard, Keim, Kellogg, Kelsey, 


| Knapp, JohnC. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Matteson; 


Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
OliverA. Morse, Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pike, 
Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Royce, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, 
Stanton, William Stewart, m4 Thom ; lompkins 
Underwood, Wade, Walbri aldron, Walton, Cadwal- 


ader C. Washburn, Eiliu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
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* ly 
wAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahi, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, || 
parksdale, Barr, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, || 
povee; Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Case, | 
Caskie, Cavanaugh, Chapman,John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, |} 
Joon Cochhane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Cox, || 
james Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, | 
pavis of Indiana, Davis @ Mississippi, Dewart, Dimmick, || 
powdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Florence, Foley, || 
Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, | 
Lawrence W. Hall, Haskin, Hawkips, Hodges, Hopkins, || 
Horton, Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jew- | 

j 
| 
| 


ett, George W. Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Kilgore, Lamar, 
Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, | 
McQueen, McRae, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Mason, Miles, Miller, Millson, Montgomery, Moore, || 
Jsaac N. Morris, Niblack, Nichols, Pendleton, Pettit, Pey- | 
ton, John 8. Phelps, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Powell, || 
Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, || 
scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. Shaw, || 
Shorter, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- | 
kam Smith, Stallworth, Stephens, James A. Stewart, || 
Talbot, George Taylor, Miles Taylor, ‘Thayer, Trippe, || 
Vallandigham, Vanee, Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—132. 
So'the substitute was rejected. 
During the call, 
Mr. READY stated that he had paired off gen- | 
erally on this bill with Mr. Warren. 
Mr. MAYNARD said: Mr. Speaker, I have | 
stated that I have paired, for the remainder of || 
this day, with Mr. Kune, of Maryland. In 
making that agreement, it did not occur to either | 
of us that a vote would be taken on the present | 
proposition. I have no doubt that our votes 
would have been the same against it; but [ do not | 
feel at liberty to do anything that might even | 
seem a violation of the agreement. 
Mr. STEVENSON, not being within the bar || 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. | 
Mr. DEAN objected. 1] 
Mr. STEVENSON said he would have voted 
in the negative. 

The vote was then announced, as above re- | 
corded. | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s preamble 
falls, his amendment having fallen. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that this House has done a pretty good week’s | 
work, and I dislike to have it marred by finishing | 
up this thing to-night. I therefore move thatthe || 
House do now adjourn. || 

Mempsers from all sides. No; letus goon. || 
The House refused to adjourn. | 
Mr. BONHAM. I wish to make an explana- | 
tion. i 
Mr. RITCHIE. I object to everything that is | 
not ener in order. 
The bill was then ordered to be read a third || 
time; it was accordingly read the third time. \) 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I demand the || 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
preamble to the bill. 
The preamble was read, as follows: 


Whereas the people of Oregon have framed, ratified, and | 
adopted a constitution of State government which is re- 
ublican, and in conformity with the Constitution of the 
Jnited States, and have applied for admission into the || 
Union on an equal footing with the other States: There- 
fore— 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the || 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 113, nays 95; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, |! 
Barksdale, Barr, Boceck, Bonham, Bowie, Branch, Bur- || 
nett, Burns, Caruthers, Caskie, Cavanaugh, Chapman, John | 
B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, 
Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, David- 

| 
| 
| 


son, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dim- 
mick, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Florence, 
Foley, Gartrell, Gillis, Greenwood, Gregg, Groesbeck, Law- | 
rence W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hodges, Hopkins, Hous- | 
ton, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. | 
Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, || 
Leidy, Leiter, Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, MeQueen, || 
McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, Miles, MMer, Millson, 
Montgomery, Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, John 8. Phelps, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Pow- 
ell, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, 
Scales, Scout, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. 
Shaw, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, George Tay- || 
lor, Miles Taylor, Vallandigham, Ward, Watkins, White, || 


sey, Kilgore, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Lovejoy, 
Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Morgan, Morrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Pike, Potter, 
Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, | 
Royce, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, ‘Tompkins, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vance, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel | 
Washburn, Wilson, Wood, and Zollicoffer—95. 


So the preamble was adopted. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 


| 


| main question ordered. 


The question was taken, ‘* Shall the bill pass ?”’ 
andit was decided in the affirmative—yeas 114, 
nays 103; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Arnold, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Billinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, 
Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, Cavanaugh, 
Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, John Cochrane, Cockerill, 
Coliax, Comins, Corning, Cox, Cragin, James Craig, Bur- 
ton Craige, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of 
Mississippi, Dewart, Dimmick, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng- 
hsh, Flerence, Foley, Foster, Gartrell, Gillis, Greenwood, 
Gregg, Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, 
Hodges, Hopkins, Horton, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jen- 
kins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Owen Jones, Kilgore, John 
C. Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Leiter, 
Letcher, Maclay, McKibbin, McRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
Mason, Miller, Montgomery, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Nichols, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, John 8S. Phelps, Wil- 
liam W. Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, 
Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron 
Shaw, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, ‘Talbot, George Tay- 
lor, Miles Taylor, Thayer, Valiandigham, Ward, Watkins, 
White, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood, Wortendyke, Augus- 
tus R. Wright, and John V. Wright—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bingham, Blair, Bon 
ham, Boyce, Brayton, Bryan, Buflinton, Burlingame, Bur- 
roughs, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, 


|! Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, Covode, Crawford, Curry, Davis 


of Maryland, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, 
Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Giddings, Gil- 
man, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Harris, Haskin, Hill, Hoard, Houston, How- 
ard, Keim, Keitt, Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Leach, Love 
joy, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Miles, Mill- 
son, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman 
H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, 
Parker, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
tobbins, Roberts, Royce, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Judson 
W. Sherman, Shorter, William Smith, Spinner, Stall- 
worth, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, Thompson, 
Tompkins, Trippe, Underwood, Vance, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Woodson, and 
Zollicoffer—103. 


So the bill was passed. 
During the call, 


Mr. GARNETT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Bisnop, he being for, and Mr. Garnetr 
unhesitatingly opposed to, the bill. 


Mr. BONHAM said that he voted against the || 


bill, but not because it was for a free State. 
When the result of the vote was announced, 


there was applause upon the floor and in the gal- 
| leries. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to recon- 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid || : ; 
| Island; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Military Affairs and the Militia. 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to make 


a correction of my remarks as printed in the 
Globe. Iam reported as faving said yesterday 


| that my colleague [Mr. Comins] voted against 
| ° ° . . . rm 
| the bill for the admission of Minnesota. The vote 


which I had before me was the vote of my col- 


| leage upon the enabling act for Minnesota. My 
| colleague voted for the admission of that State. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


| rolled Bills, reported that they had examined, 


and found traly enrolled, a bill (H. R. No. 576) 
for the relief of Captain Douglass Ottinger; and 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 53) giving the 
assent of Congress to the acceptance, by Captain 
M. F. Maury and Professor A. D. Bache, of gold 
medals from the Sardinian Government; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


Whiteley, Winslow, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, | Whole on the state of the Union, in order that 


and John V. Wright—113. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Billinghurst, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, 
Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, || 


|| we may have an evening session. 


Several mem- 
Bers desire to address the committee. 
Mr. BURNETT moved that the House ad- 


Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Curtis, Davis of Mary- || journ. 


land, Davis of Iowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, | 
Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, 
Haskin, Hill, Hoard, Horton, Howard, Keim, Kellogg, Kel- 





|| The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 


twenty minutes to five o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned to Monday next. 
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IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, February 14, 1859. 


Prayer by Rev. E. Q@. S. Watpron. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
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| ate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, ac- 


| companied by one hundred copies of the Nav 


Register for the current year, for the use of the 
Senate; which was read. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, the papers relat- 
ing to the claim of James Keenan, United States 
consul at Hong Kong, in China; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Bigier, were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the credentials of 
Hon. Robert Toomps, elected a Senator by the 


| Legislature of the State of Georgia, for the term 


of six years from and after the 4th day of March 
next; which were read and placed on file. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GWIN presented resolutions adopted ata 
meeting of the Israelites, held in San Francisco, 
on the 15th of January, 1859, in relation to the 
forcible abduction on the 23d of June, 1858, b 


| the Papal authorities at Bologna, of a Jewish 


youth named Mortara, and his baptism into the 
Catholic Church against the authority and wishes 
of his parents, and requesting the Senators from 
California to urge upon Congress the moral power 
of this Government to aid in the suppression of 


similar acts of religious intolerance and persecu- 


| tion; which were referred to the Committee on 


Foreign Relations. 
Mr. WILSON presented the petition of George 
W. Armstrong, son and execytor of the late Ma- 
| jor Samuel Armstrong, praying compensation for 
| the losses and injuries sustained by his father, 
| and for the military and other services rendered 
| by him, during the revolutionary war; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I presenta pe- 


|| tition of citizens of New York and its vicinity, 


| praying that the public lands may be laid out in 
| farms and lots for the free and exclusive use of 
i . 


|| actual settlers only. 


| 
| 


1 
| - Mr. 
|| New York and Brooklyn, praying an appropria- 


| zens and trade of the 


1 will remark, in this connection, that, in my 
| own State, ata public meeting, resolutions have 
| been passed in favor of this measure, and urging 
| the friends of it to press its consideration. 
| The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

KING presented a memorial of citizens of 


tion for erecting earth-work redoubts on Long 


| Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying the imposition of such 


|| duties on articles of foreign manufacture as will 


protect the interests of those engaged in the man- 
ufacture of similar products in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

| He also presented the petition of the heirs of 
Nehemiah Stokely, an officer of the Revolution, 
praying to be allowed the half pay promised by 
the resolves of Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented the petition of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Brigadier General William 
Thompson, an officer of the Revolution, praying 

| to be allowed the seven years’ half pay due to his 
‘widow and orphan children, under the resolve of 


1} . 
August 24, 1780; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


THE RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. SEWARD. I submit the memorial of the 
president and directors ofthe Board of Trade of 
| the of city Oswego, inthe State of New York, stat- 
| ing that, from their practical experience, the re« 
| ciprocity treaty between the United States and 
| Great Britain, concerning the trade between Brit- 
| ish North America and the United States, has 


| 


|| worked efficiently and well; that it has been produc- 


| tivealready of vast benefits to the United States; 
but representing that great injury isdone to the citi- 
nited States by the manner 
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in which the provisions of that treaty are carried || of tubes, balls, and atmospheric pressure, and which was read twik 
asking Congress to cause an investigation to be | 


out under the administration of the consul gen- 
eral of the British North American tolonies, ap- 
pointed by the Government of the United States; 
that under his administration this great trade, in- 
stead of being international and reciprocal, is 
placed upon a strictly foreign basis, and a benefi- 
cent treaty differs only in name from those be- 
tween this Government and Spain or France or 
any other foreign Government. The memorial 
represents that he has appointed a large number 
of deputies, known as consular agents or vice 
consuls, who claim the right of exacting fees for 
certificates on all shipments from Canada to the 
lake ports. ‘The fees from these certificates, and 
the delays and inconveniences of procuring them, 
are a direct charge to the trade to the detriment 
of the citizens of this country. They pray that 
this abuse may be abated. I move the reference 
of this memorial to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN.+ 1 have a petition from 
the Board of Trade of the city of Portland, Maine, 
the contents of which I design to state. It is, in 
most respects, very similar to that which has just 
been presented by the Senator from New York. 
Itis accompanied by some tables showing the 
great increase of trade between this country and 
the British colonies since the reciprocity treaty, 
and it goes on to state that that trade has actually 
been falling off in some measure during the last 

ear; that the cause of it is, in some degree at 
trey owing to exactions by the great number of 
agents appointed by the consul general for the 
British provinces, who resides at Montreal. It 
prays that the provisions of that treaty which have 
werd so beneficial may be extended as far as pos- 
sible, so as to include the products of the work- 
shop and the manufactory; and particularly prays 
that the present trade may be relieved from the 
onerous and unjust exactions imposed upon it by 
the consul general and his agents. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move further, that the 
memorial which I have just presented be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will 
go to the Committee on Printing under the rules. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose it may be 
printed for the use of the Senate without being 
referred to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
mous consent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I presume there will be 
no objection. It is a short memorial. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. By unanimous consent the memo- 
rial will be ordered to be printed. 


Only by unani- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTBES. 


Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of citizens of Jackson, in the State of 
California, praying the establishment of a tri- 
weekly mail route between St. Joseph, Missouri, 
and Placerville, California, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed; and 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the subject; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the joipt resolution (S. No. 36) ex- 
planatory of an act entitled * An act for the re- 
lief of George Chorpenning, jr.,’’? approved March 
3, 1857, asked to te discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George Chorpenning, 
praying the passage of an act to construe the act 
of 3d of March, 1857, for his relief, asked to be 
discharged from its further cqnsideration, and | 
that it be referred to the Court of Claims; which | 
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| 


_ from the payment, and thus perfect the title. The | 


| 
1 


was agreed to. 2 ; | 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the joint resolution (8S. No. 8) to 
rovide ice boats for the Potomac river, asked to | 
discharged from its further consideration; | 
which was agreed to. , 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| 
} 
j 
i} 
i 
} 


made into its merits, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the joint resolution (S. No. 15) au- | 


thorizing a renewal of certain cantracts for carry- 


ing the mail on the Mississippi river, asked to be | 


discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the petition of citizens of Edgefield | 


district, South .Carolina, praying the establish- 
ment of a post office at Kaolin, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of J. W. Sullivan, pray- 
ing indemnification for losses caused by the re- 
peated failure of the mail between New Orleans 
and San Francisco, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 496) to abolish the 
franking privilege of members of Congress, and 
for other purposes, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 384) to regulate the 
rates of postage to and from foreign countries, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary, who were instructed by a resolution of 
the Senate to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing such changes in the Attorney General’s office 


| as will improve its efficiency, without increasing 
| its aggregate cost to the Government, reported a 


bill (S. No. 576) concerning the office of Attorney 
General; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 


Mr. RICE, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the | 


petition of Sheldon McKnight, praying addi- 


tional compensation for carrying the mails on the | 


Cleveland, Detroit, and Lake Superior routes, 
from the year 1848, to the present time, submitted 


a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 577) for | 


the relief of Sheldon McKnight. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading, and the re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 
No. 606) for the relief of Sylvester Churchill, | 


reported it without amendment. 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 


to whom was referred a motion to print a letter | 


of the Secretary of State, communicating a report 
of the commercial relations of the United States 
with foreign countries, reported in favor of print- 
ing the usual number in quarto. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


| 
Mr. GWIN. Lask the unanimous consent of 


the Senate to introduce a bill to release the pay- || 


of San Fran- | 
It is important to have this bill passed at | 
an early day, as the*title to property of great | 
value depends upon its becoming a law. The city | 
of San Francisco, under the acts of 1844 and 1853, | 
applied to enter the site of the city, but at that | 
time there was no receiver of public money to | 
receive the payment for the same. Subsequently, 

by the passage of the consolidation act, which 
defined every object for which money should be 
drawn from the city treasury, and this item was 
not named, the power was taken away from the 
City Council to use the funds of the city to com- | 


ment for the town site of the cit 
cisco, 


funds might invalidate the title. It is, therefore, | 
important to pass this bill and release the city 


amount is very small, and I hope there will be no | 
delay in acting on the bill. 

Leave was granted, and the bill (S. No. 578) | 
to release the payment for the town site of the 
city of San Francisco was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 


was referred the petition of John W. Post, of Illi- | bill (8S. No. 579) to authorize the investigation 


nois, who claims to be the inventor of a new prin- | 
ciple for the conveyance of mail matter by means 


| 


and determination of asserted titles to the Hot 
Springs of Ouachita, in the State of Arkansas; 


OBE. 


| Mr. KING. 
| objected the other day because I thought the bill 


i 





F 

= eb —— 4 
+e by its title, and referred 1, 
the Committee on Private Land Gite. erred to 


| 
| ARIZONA AND DACOTAH. 

Mr. GREEN. 
tion: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 555, being a bill for 4 
organization of the sapresstpe of Arizona and Dacotah he 
made the special ordePfor Saturday next, at twelve O’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I object to its considera. 
tion to-day. 

The resolution lies over. 


I submit the following resoly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| A message from the House of Representatives 

| by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 

| House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 239) 
for the admission of Oregon into the Union. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A subsequent message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. ALxen, its Clerk, announced 
that the Speaker of the House had signed an en- 
rolled bill (S. No. 239) for the admission of Ore. 

gon into the Union; and it was signed by the 

Vice President. 

} BILL BECOME A LAW. 

|| A message ata later hour from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Henry, his Secre- 

| tary, announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed an act for the admission of 
Oregon into the Union. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
| Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
| Vice President: 
| An act (H.R. No. 277) for the relief of Mary 
| Boyle; ° 
' Anact(H. R. No. 426) for the relief of Monroe 
D. Downs; 
An act (H. R. No. 481) for the relief of Dinah 
Minis; 
An act (H.R. No. 575) for the relief of Robert 
A. Davidge; and 
An act (H. R. No. 577) for the relief of Re- 
_ becca M. Bowden, of Prince George county, Vir- 
' ginia. 
| A. BAUDOUIN AND A. D. ROBERT. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I ask, what I very rarely do, 
the indulgence of the Senate to take up and con- 
sider a private bill that will lead to no debate. On 
Saturday the Senate adopted a resolution to con- 
sider bills to which no objection should be made. 
An objection was made by the Senator from New 
| York [Mr. Kine,] to this bill. I thifk after hav- 
ing heard the report he will be satisfied that it is 
eminently just and equitable, and ought to pass. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 





| 


| Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill (H. R. No. 245) for the relief of A. Bau- 

douin and A. D. Robert. 

| It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the sum of $2,000 to A. Baudouin and A. D. Rob- 
ert, in full compensation for the damages sus- 

| tained by them arising from the sinking of a flat- 
boat of ice, at New Orleans, by a steamboat in 
the service of the United States. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The report is very short; it 

will explain the bill. 

I ask that the report be read. I 


ought not to pass, but I am not disposed by in- 
_terposing an objection to its passage, to prevent 
| its being considered. 


plete the entry, and it is feared the use of private || The Secretary read the report. 


The Committee on Claims, to whom the petition and 
| proots of ASBaudouin and A. D. Robert, of New Orleans, 
| was referred, report: 
| ‘That the petitioners have, by proper proof, satisfied your 
committee that they were on the 2ist day of March, 1846, 
owners of a flat-bout of ice, containing (220) two hundred 
' and twenty tons, which boat, loaded with ice, had on that 
| day been towed down to the landing in the first munici- 
| pality in the city of New Orleans, set apart to them by the 
| wharfinger ; that just before she was properly fastened to 
| the wharf, and whilst their boat was tied to another boat, the 
name of which is not given in the proof, but declared by the 
| petitioners to be the schooner Commerce, Captain Pierce, 
| she was run into by the steamer Colonel Harney, then in 
| the service of the United States, and commanded by the 
| Officers of the Government. The proof shows that the Colo- 
nel Harney was under a heavy pressure of steam, and that 
the act was apparently the result of great carelessness or 
' wantonly mischievous, whereby the petitioners lost the 
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boat, Which Was sunk, and the ice, valued at $2,000; the 
- oof is that there was two humdred and twenty tons, and 


that it was Worth ten dollars per ton. 


yit was brought in the United States district court, and the | 


dence on file which makes this case, was taken contra- 
torily with the United States district attorney, and would 
»orween individuals, have given the plaintiffs a judgment 
, , $2,000, but the ease was dismissed upon an exception, 
w hich was, that the Government could not be sued ; where- 
»non the parties appealed to Congress for redress, and on 
the i5th December, 1846, this case was referred to the Com- 
wittee of Claims, and reterred to the same committee again 
on the 17th December, A. D. 1847; that on the 30th March, 
48. a bill was reported to this House for $2,000, accom 
panied by a report from Mr. Rockwell, which report and 
hillis herewith submitted; that the repert and bill were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
pion and recommended by the committee to the House 
for passage, but was not reached, The papers were again 
referred to the Committee of Claims on the 23d of January, 
ja50, and on the 13th of February following a report was 
made from this committee by Mr. Nelson, with a bill for the 
relief of the parties, Which report and bill were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
reported back with a recommendation that it do pass the 

House; that the report of the committee was not finally 
acted on. ‘The bill went to, the Speaker’s table and was not 
reached. In view of all these facts the Committee report 
back allthe papers with a bill for $2,000 fot the reliefof the 
nentuoner. 

' Mr. J. A. Rockwell, from the Committee of Claims, made 
the following report: 

The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of A. Baudouin and A. D. Robert, of the city of 
New Orleans, report as follows: « 

The petitioners represent, and prove to the satisfaction 
of the committee, thaton the 2lst March, 1846, a flat-boat 
belonging to them, loaded with ice, while laying at the 
wharf at the city of New Orleans, in proper place, was 
struck by the steamer Colone! Harney, which was coming 
up the river under full steam; that, by the foree of the col- 
lision, the bottom and side of the flat-boat were so broken 
and disjointed that it commenced filling with water so rap- 
idly that the cargo could not be saved, and the boat and 
cargo soon sunk to the bottom of the river. The steamer 
was in the service of the United States at the time, and 
under command of an officer of the Uniggd States, and the 
act was one of manifest negligence. Maer the state of 
facts existing in this case, as between individuals, there 
could be no doubt of the right of the party to claim the 
amount of damages sustained, and the obligation of the 
Government is the same. The steamer was libeled in the 
United States courtat New Orleans by the petitioners, and 
most of the testimony was taken in the presence of the Uni- 
ted States district attorney, who cross-examined the wit- 
The libel was dismissed on the ground that the 
Government could not be sued. The proof is, that the loss 
sustained by the petitioners was $2,000, and for this sum the 
committee report a bill, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. KING. I regard this bill as one involving 
this simple principle: whether the United States 
is liable for any injury accruing from any im- 
proper conduct on the part of its officers. That 
is the case set forth in this report. - 1 think it 
is eminently proper that this case should go be- 
fore the Court of Claims. I will make that mo- 
tion. As the case is before the Senate, | move 
that the bill be referred to the Court of Claims. 
If the Senate reject that motion, I will say no 
more upon the subject. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Under ordinary circumstances, 
perhaps, that would have been the proper course 
to have been pursued with this bill; but the mat- 
ter has been now pending before Congress for 
some seven or eight, I think ten, years. There 


ey 


}a45 


nesses, 


have been repeated favorable reports on the sub- | 


ject, and a reference now to the Court of Claims 
would inevitably lead to a further delay of two 
years before the Government would reimburse 
what it certainly justly owes. Perhaps the Sen- 
ate have not listened to the report, and I will 
state very briefly what the facts were. 

A Governmeni transport steamer, commanded 
by an officer in the service of the Government, 
and manned by a crew paid by the Government, 
ran into a flat-boat moored to the levee at New 
Orleans. There can be no doubt where the re- 
sponsibility—where the fuult was. Ht is not the 
case of a collision of two vessels under sail. A 
flat-boat is in quiescense, and a steamer belonging 
to the Government of the United States runs into 
her. The parties, perbaps ignorant of the char- 
acter of the precise ownership of the vessel, have 
recourse to the admiralty court of the United 
States, to the remedy which they could find there, 
and could have found in the courts of the United 
States by proceeding in rem against the vessel that 
committed the mischief. Testimony was taken, 
contradictorily by the districtattorney in the court 
of the United States, which comes up with these 


papers, proving conclusively, not only the fault | 


of the officer commanding that vessel of the Uni- 
ted States, but the nature and extent of the loss 
sustained by the libelant in the case. The case, 
however, is dismissed on an exception taken by 


THE CON 


the district attorney, that that remedy could not | 


| him. 


be employed against the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. Now, what is the position of the Gov- 
ernment? If this steamboat had belonged to in- 
dividuals, the remedy against them would have 
been plain and simple, and these men would have 
had their money ten years ago. They have 
been knocking during that time at the doors of 
Congress; repeated favorable report have been 
made in the case, and the simple question now is, 
whether you will delay them two or three years 
more in a case in which equity, and, as I think, 
the law, is so clearly with the petitioners. I trust 
the Senate will reject the proposition made by the 
Senator from New York 

Mr. KING. If I was satisfied that these par- 
ties were clearly and justly entitied to the amount, 
I would not make this motion; but the testimony 
is ex parte, and I think this is the proper course 
to be pursued on such a claim. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Louisiana involves 
the necessity of sending this case to the Courtof 
Claims. The principle certainly is an important 
one. There can be no doubt about the fact that 
the Government of the United States are not lia- 
ble for all illegal acts of officers in command of 
national vessels, nor is the vessel liable; though, 


by admiralty law, in cases of collision,and many | 


other cases, the vessel as well as the commander 
and owners, is liable. Butin the case of a national 
vessel, beyond all question the Government would 
not be held liable ina proceeding in rem arising 


out of an illegal capture or collision at sea. If 
that be the case as regards a national vessel, if I 


understand the matter correctly, the court decided 
that a vessel in the employment of or chartered 
by the Government, and under their control, is 
not liable to a proceeding in rem; and the party 
must resort for remedy, against the individual, 
whether a Government officer or not, who com- 
mits the act. That does not make the Govern- 
ment liable; nor can I see on any principle that we 
should be either legally or equitably liable under 
circumstances of that kind. It would be just the 
case where the commander of a national vessel- 
of-war makes an illegal seizure, and subsequently 
is sued individually, and recovery is had against 
The Government is not responsible in all 


cases for the illegal acts of its officers. There may | 


be exceptive cases in which the Government would 
relieve the officer from the responsibility. Under 
the circumstances, I think this case should clearly 
go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Louisiana a question. I think the whole 
matter turns upon a single point, at least so far 
as my vote will go. Did the court, on an inves- 
tigation of this case, declare, or is it true that, if 


the vessel had been sailed by an individual, the | 


owners of the boat would have had a right to 
recover against them? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I did not precisely hear the 
question of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If I understand the case,a 


' boat, loaded with ice, was run into by a Govern- 
| ment vessel; that case was investigated by your 


court, and the court decided that an action would 
not lie against the Government. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Thatis, against the property 
of the Government. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The point I want to know 
is this: had the vessel running into the one loaded 
with ice been owned by an individual, would that 
individual have been liable ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. There is 
it in the worid. 


M;. HAMLIN. 


no question about 


Then, | think the Govern- 


| ment ought to stand as the individual. 


Mr. KING. I will inquire further, on what 
authority, whether on his own judgment of the 
law or the facts, or on any opinion expressed by 
the court, the Senator from Louisiana expresses 
that-opinion? He may be satisfied that the Gov- 
ernment would be liable; but was the court satis- 
fied, or is there any competent authority satisfied 
of it? . 


Mr. SLIDELL. 


I stated. before, and restate 


| now, that if the steamer had been owned by in- 


dividuals, they could have been brought into the 


district court, and the property they owned would | 


have been liable for the reimbursement of these 
damages. I say the Government stand precisely 


|| in the position of the owners if they had been 


private individuals, liable to the same responsi- | 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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bility, only they could not be sued in their own 
courts for a debt due to individuals. As to the 
facts, there is no dispute. “The amount of ice on 
board the boat is proved. The claimants claim 
$2,200. There were two hundred and twenty tons 
of ice and the boat itself. My colleague knows 
very well what the usual price oficeis. [tis never 
less than eight or ten dollars a ton. The cost of 
freight on it to New Orleans is three or four dol- 
lars. If there were any doubt at all, either about 
the law or the facts, or the equitable obligation to 
pay, in accordance with the course I have always 
pursued here, | would not object to its reference 
to the Court of Claims. The tacts are proved be- 
yond dispute, and it is a case of great hardship. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the bill be referred to the Court of 
Claims. ~ 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without 
amendmént, ordered to a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, 
Broderick, Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Fitch, 
Fitzpatrick, Foot, Green, Gwin, Hamlin, Harian, Iverson, 
Jones, Pearee, Reid, Seward, Slidell, and Ward—25. 

NAYS—Messtrs. Bayard, Clay, Davis, Fessenden, John- 


son of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Rice, Stuart, 
and Wade—10. 


So the bill was passed. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. DAVIS. The complaint, which 1s general 
in the Chamber, as to the ventilation and heating, 
indicates to me the propriety of allowing the offi- 
cer in charge of the construction to have the priv- 
ilege of the floor of the Senate during the period of 
construction, sothat he may regulate the draught, 
the amountof heat, and such other questions con- 
nected with the comfort of the Chamber. I there- 
fore ask that the Senate will now order that the 
officer in charge of the construction of the Wings 
of the Capitol, be allowed, during the period of 
construction, the privilege of admission to the floor 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope that motion will be 
concurred in. I thought it was unusually warm 
just now, and I had the curiosity to consult the 
thermometer. My seat stands at 899, and the seat 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALLEN 
at 94°, If we have any regard for our health, 
think we should endeavor to put a stop to this. I 
confess this is hotter fire than | am accustomed 
to, and I should like to retreat if [ could. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., I wish to inquire if the 
officer in charge thinks he can remedy the matter 
by being allowed to come into the Chamber while 
the Senate is In session ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will merely say that the officer 


| in charge left many problems for observation in 


connection with the drafts and heating of the 


| Chamber, which he proposed to study when the 


room was occupied and the heat admitted, which 
he cannot study so well at any other time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi, and the order will be made. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Yuree,]| from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, reported a bill for raising the 
rates of postage, and other purposes. When that 
bill comes up for consideration in the Senate, I 
intend to move an amendment to strike out the 


| whole of the bill after the enacting clause, and 


insert a substitute; which I ask may be read for 
the information of the Senate, and ordered to be 
printed with the bill. 

Mr. STUART. I inquire of the Senator, 
whether he would not be as well satisfied to have 
it printed without reading ? 

Mr. DIXON. It is very brief; and I think it 
would be as well as to have it read. 

Mr.STUART. It will take time to read it. 

The substitute was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIXON. I ask the Senate to indulge me 
in reading it. 

Mr. STUART. Very well; if the Senator de- 
sires it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the amendment. 
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The Secretary read the amendment; which is, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert the following: 





That the privilege of franking, sending, and receiving | 


letters and other packages free of postage, heretofure ex 
tended to official and other persons, shall be, and the same 
is hereby, abrogated. 

Bec. 2. Ind be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 


General shall prepare and furnish, for the use of the several | 


Government Departments and the President, printed envel- 
opes Or Wrappers, tor Government documents and corre- 
spondence ; said envelopes Or wrappers Lo be received atthe 
post office in Washington as Government matter, the post 
age to be charged to the particular Department that it comes 
from, provided they are mailed by a known officer or mes- 
senger of the Government, and not otherwise. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enucted, That the postage on 
all Government mail matter mailed at Washington, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the preceding section, and 
all the mail matter addressed to any of the Departments, 
Goverament officers, or members of Congress at Washing 
ton, and mailed without being prepaid, shall be charged to 
the Department or branch of Congress mailing or receiving 
the same, and at prepaid rates; the expense of te same to 
be paid by appropriations from the Treasury, tH® same as 
provided for other Government expenses. 

Bec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all Government 
mail matter, mailed or received in accordance with either 
of the two preceding sections, may be weighed in bulk and 
charged at the rate of five cents for every ounce of the let- 
ters, and twelve cents for every pound of the printed mat- 
ter; but no provisions of this, or either of the two preceding 
sections, shall apply to the transportation or charge for mail 
matter for the Government, except such as is sent from, or 
received at, the post office in Washington city. 

Sec. 5. Phis act shall take effect on the 4th day of July, 
A. D. 1859. 


INDIANA ELECTION QUESTION. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Itis with some reluctance, 
but feeling it a matter of duty, I desire now to 
call up for consideration the case of the Indiana 
Senators. I have regarded that as a question of 
privilege. I suppose that it is subject to be called 
up at any time; that its privilege consists in that; 


‘ that it isto be preferred to any other order of busi- 


ness exceptat particular stages of business, such 
as taking the yeas and nays. I desire to call it 
up. If itis objected to, I shall desire the decision 
of the Chair in relation to my right to call itup. I 


do net, myself, regard it as a matter of any con- | 


sequence how itcame on the table, nor do I wish 
to argue that questionat any time. I desire, how- 
ever, to be understood by the Chair that, if it is 
not my right to have it taken up, | move to take 
it up, and shall want to be heard on that point. 
Mr. GREEN. To accomodate all parties, | was 
going to move that it be taken up and made the 
special order for to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I should have no _particu- 
lar objection to that, but the gentlemen from In- 
diana have been waiting for some time. Com- 


| 
| 


Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman wishes | 
to present a matter of that kind, I will not stand | 
in his way. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I only want to | 
refer it, and the reason I ask it is, because it is so 
late in the session. 

The bill was introduced and referred, and will | 
be found in a®other column. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will | 
state to the Senator from Vermont, and to the 
Senate, that he has reflected somewhat upon the 


— which was asked by the Senator on Fri- 
} € 


ay last, and has an opinion upon it. This ques- 
tion is one of privilege; but under the control of 
the Senate. The Senate having directed it to lie 
upon the table, the Chair thinks that the Senator 
from Vermont cannot, as a right, call it up with- 
outa motion; but that, asa question of privilege, 
he has a right to make the motion to take up, in 
preference to other business. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I said I would make that 
motion if it was necessary. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia has just spoken to me on the 
subject. Inasmuch as the Chair decides that I 
have the right to make this motion at any time, 
and inasmuch as he is desirous of procceeding at 
this time with his remarks, and it will be in order 
to take it up at the close of his remarks on the 
tariff, nothing being assigned for that time, and 
he suggests that he will probably occupy an hour, 
| desire to have it understood that I shall move 
to take up this subject for disposition when the 


| Senator from Virginia shall have closed his re- | 


mon courtesy to them, as well as to their State, | 


and the nature of the subject, requires that it 
should be disposed of. 1 do not want to enter at 
all into its merits, but I desire that the question 
shall be disposed of. 1 will further remark, in 
answer to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri, that courtesy requires, as it seems, in 
this body, that we should not interfere with any 
previous arrangement in relation to particular 


gentlemen having taken the floor to be heard on ‘ 


particular topics. I have understood that the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] expects to 
speak on the subject of the tariff, probably in the 
course of to-day, ata reasonable hour. 
Mr.GREEN. At twelve o’clock. 
Mr. COLLAMER. No matter about that. He 
will have time enough in the course of the day. 


tucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] has the floor to be 


so far as it may be liable to immediate cancellation. 


| not exceeding $50,000,000 per annum, exclusive of the 


marks. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of twelve | 
having arrived, the Chair calls up the special order 
for this hour; which is the joint resolution for the 
presentation of a medal to Commodore Paulding. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior | 
orders for the purpose of taking up the reselution | 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. e 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate accordingly resumed the consider- 
ation of the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. Bieter, on the 31st of January: 


Resolved, As the opinion of the Senate, that the creation 
ef a large public debt in time of peace is inconsistent with 
the true policy of the United States ; and as the present rev- 
enues are insufficient to meet the unavoidable expenses of 
the Government, Congress should proceed, without delay, 
to so readjust the revenue laws as not only to meet the de- 
ficit in the currentexpenses, but to pay off the present debt, 


The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, to strike out all 
after the word ‘* resolved,’’ and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, requested vo cause the heads of the various Exec- | 
utive Departments to submit estimates of expenditure for | 
the Government to the Thirty-Sixth Congress, upon a basis 





| public debt and the interest thereon. | 


| Committee on Finance ; and that said committee are hereby 


heard on the subjett of Cuba, for to-morrow. Of | 


course, every time when we reach the proper 
hours, there is an imperative demand of courtesy 
which prevents us exceeding it. Under these 
circumstances, I cannot but feel that it is a duty 
which I owe to the subject, as well as to the 
body, to ask that it be taken up, and in some 
way disposed of, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


is wholly irregular. There is but a moment or 


two left nowof the morning hour, and I ask per- || 


I believe this | 


mission, in order that | may get some of my busi- | 


ness through, that I be allowed to introduce a bill 
for the purpose of reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Vermont is one of privilege, and is 
in order at any time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 


ator allow me to introduce a bill for the purpose 
of reference ? 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s second annual | 
message as relates to a reduction of the expenditures of the 
United States, which is in the following words, to wit: “I 
invite Congress to institute a rigid scrutiny to ascertain 
whether the expenses of all the Departments cannot be 
still further reduced, and [ promise them all the aid in my 
power in pursuing the investigation,’ be referred to the 


instructed, after first conferring with and obtaining all 
‘aid? and information from the President and the heads of 
the Departinents, as indicated in the President’s message, 
to reporta bill reforming ag faras possible all abuses, if any, 


| in the application of the appropriations made by Congress 
I understand further, that the Senator from Ken- || 


| 
: ; | 
for the support of the various Departments, and which will 
reduce the expenditure to an honest, rigid, economical ad- | 
ministration of the Government. 

' 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, believing, as 
I do, that the resolution of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania presents an issue between high tax- 
ation and extravagant expenditure on the one 
side, and moderate taxation and economical ex- 
penditure on the other, I feel bound to deliver my 


upon the tariff of 1857, which has been the sub- 


ject of so much comment here and elsewhere. 


Perhaps, sir, | ought to be willing to leave this 
whole subject where the masterly argument of 


| my friend from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] placed it; 
but my personal connection with the tariff of 


| 


1857 will excuse me for trespassing a while upon 
the time and patience of the Senate. 

It will be remembered by many Senators here, 
under what circumstances the tariff of 1857 was 
passed. A leice surplus revenue was annually |! 
accumulated i the Treasury of the United States | 


views in regard to it, and also to say something 
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under the tariff of 1846, and thus presented a ten. 
stant temptation to the “legislative and executiy, 
departments of the Government, to embark into 
a lavish and prodigal system of expenditures. |, 
was the concurrent opinion of almost everybody 
that the only way to prevent that system of ey. 
penditures was to reduce the revenue; to tako 
away the surplus which offered this constant 
temptation. The former Secretary of the Treas. 
ury, Mr. Guthrie, reported a scheme which he 
said would yield a revenue of $50,000,000, ang 
that that revenue, together with what might be 
expected from the public lands, would be sufficient 
for all the ordinary purposes of the Government. 
and he founded thatopinion upon the fact, that for 
the five preceding years the average annual ex. 
penton. exclusive of the payments for the pub- 
ic debt, had not much exceeded $48,000,000. Un- 
der these circumstances, the tariff of 1857 was 
prepared. It was introduced here upon the estj- 
mate that it would yield from $48,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 per annum. Upon that estimate jt 
passed, receiving large majorities in both Houses 
of Congress. Unfortunately for it, during the 
first year of its operation it encountered a severe 
financial pressure, but it yielded that year, which 
was obviously no test, between $41,000,000 and 
$42,000,000; but this, the first year in which there 
has been for a part of the time some revival in 
trade and credit, it promises to yield all that was 
ever claimed for it, to wit, $50,000,000, which is 
the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I know, Mr. President, that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Simmons] seems-to think it 
will yield only $40,000,000; but he surely has 
forgotten that even during the last fiscal year it 
yielded between $41,000,000 and $42,000,000; 
that in the firs® two quarters of this year it has 
already vielded something like $23,000,000; and, 
inasmuch as it is altogether probable that the last 
two quarters will yield more than the two first, 
there can be, I think, very little doubt that this 
tariff will yield fully as much as is estimated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. If it shall do so, 
then it will have performed its promise; and the 
question arises with us, whether we will use this 
tariff, which was thus devised; which is doing 





|, what was promised for it; which is carrying out 


our original purpose, to wit, to enforce economy 
and retrenchment in public expenditures; or 
whether, on the other hand, we shall resort to an 
extravagant system of expenditure, and raise the 
tariff to correspond with that system. 

I know, sir, that in sventundinn the issue as I 
have done, to be one between extravagant and 
economical expenditures, I am differing from the 
President of the United States and the present 
upright and able head of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. I know, too, that they would recommend 
nothing which they did not believe to be neces- 
sary and proper under all the circumstances of 
the case; but still I have formed, after very careful 
consideration, a very different opinion, and upon 


. my opinion | must speak and act. The Secretary 


reports to us that we expended, in the last fiscal 
year, when on account of the Mormon expedition 
we required a great deal of money, $71,000,000, 
exclusive of the payments for the public debt; 
and he estimates for the present fiscal year, as well 
as I remember, an expenditure of something like 
$74,000,000. For the next fiscal year he estimates 
an expenditure of $73,000,000, and says that there 
is a post office deficiency of nearly $4,000,000, 
which will have to be added to it so as to raise 
$77,000,000. We are asked, too, to. provide rev- 
enue enough by changing the tariff to enable us 
during the next year to meet theseextraordinary 
expenditures, and also to begin to pay off the pub- 
lic debt. From the proceeds of the public lands 
for these two years he estimates but $6,400,000, 
that is $3,200,000 a year; and if we are to pay off 
a portion of the public debt, that is as little as 
could be thus applied; so that we should have to 
raise the whole sum for the annual expenditure, 
the sum of $76,000,000 or $77,000,000, by a 
tariff. Is it possible to do this? Could we lay 
a tariff which could pass through either House to 
tax the people so severely as would be necessary 
to accomplish this object? In my opinion, in order 
to do it, you would have to reduce the twenty- 
four per cent. schedules to twenty per cent.; be- 
cause I believe you would get more revenue by 
diminishing it than increasing it; you would have 
to take tea and coffee and some other articles out 
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of the free list; and itis very doubtful if, with all 


that, you could raise, for the next year, as much 
8 would be necessary to meet this extraordinary 
expenditure. 
Well, Mr. President, if it be impossible to ac- 
complish the purpose of squaring our revenues 
od expenditures in that mode, is there no other 
samuel in which we can accomplish it? Let us 
look to the estimates of expenditure; and | think 
when we come to analyze them, we shall find that 
we can reduce those expenditures SO as to bring 
them within the probable means of the Govern- 
ment. The Senator from Georgia remarked on 
the very unusual fact that the Secretary of the 
Treasury argued that we should e xpend the whole 
of the outstanding balances, to wit: $12,000,000. 
He showed by reterence to past history that this 
had never been done before; on the contrary, that, 
taking any two years, the amount remaining out- 
standing one year was about equal to what re- 
mained outstanding the year before; and proceed- 
ing upon the same estimate, and adopting the same 
usage, 1 go not see why there might not be a 
reduction of the estimates full $12,000,000; 
$12,000,000 deducted from $73,000,000 would 
leave $61,000,000; and if you must add to that the 
expec ted Post Office deficie ncy of ne arly $4,000,000 
it would raise the appropriations to $65,000,000. 
Now, sir, on analyzing the estimates, I think 
it may be done. Let us take the estimates of the 
War Department. The War Department esti- 
mates that it will want an annual maeatelin, 
together with the permanent appropriations which 
it will use, of $20,577,456; thatit will want of the 
outstanding appropriations $3,361,000; ** because 
the existing appropriations, part of which are 
required for the payment of the liabilities of the 
present fiscal year, but which will not be drawn 
from the Treasury until after June 30, 1859, and 
the balance applied to the revenues of the fiscal 
year, ending June 30, 1860, will be $3,361,000.’’ 
Now, is it not obvious that if, Reale this fiscal 


year, liabilities are incurred to the amount of | 


$3,361,000, which are not to be paid until the next 
fiscal year, during the next fiscal year there will 
»robably accrue the same amount of liabilities to 
paid in the year which succeeds; so that there 
will be as much left unexpended of the present 
appropriations during the next fiscal year, as will 


be left unexpended during the present fiscal year | 


to be paid out of the next. It is plain that this 
must be so; and that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has either estimated too much or too little. 
If the same amount of appropriations are left un- 
expended for the next fiscal year that are left this, 
then he has estimated too much in supposing 
that we shall expend $12,000,000. If, 
other hand, we are to expend the whole of the 
$12,000, 000—as it is obvious that there must be, 
in the nature of things, liabilities in the next year 
which will not be paid until the succeeding year— 
then he has not estimated enough, because there 
will be a deficiency fully to that amount. 

I say, therefore, that we may fairly, in my 
opinion, assume the responsibility of legislating 
upon the position that there is as much to be left 
of the appropriations unexpended in the next fis- 
cal year, as will be left in this; and indeed, when 
we come to look at the amounts, 
think that that is what was intended by the esti- 
mate of the Secretary of War. The whole ex- 
penditures of that Department for the last year, 
which included the e expenditures for the Mormon 
expedition, were $25,465,000. Now, the esti- 
mates for the next year, in which we ought not 
to have near so many expenses, are $20,577,000. 
*I have been informed by the head of the quarter- 
master’s department that it is probable we shall 


be able to cut down those appropriations some- | 


what, because the wars in Oregou and Washing- 
ton are at an end. But is not $20,577,000 enough 


for the War De ean to panes in the next | 


fiscal year? And why might we not say, in the bill 
appropriating this money, that no more shall be 
expended in the next fiscal year than it is esti- 


mated he will want of annual appropriations, and | 


out of the permanent appropriations? If we did 
this, it would be necessary, for that year, to allow 
him unlimited discretion jn transferring from one 
head of appropriation to another—that is, of the 
appropriations contained within that bill. 

Now let us look at the Navy Department. The 
Navy Departmentlast year expended $13,680,000, 


The estimates this year are $13,500,000, and '! receive letters and papers, to receive them at less | 


on the | 


| cannot but | 
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$3, 2433000 out ‘of outstanding : appropriations for | 
this year to be pee in the next. Why can- | 
not we say, in the bill, ** you may expend what 
you spent last year, and no more ; pay the liabil- 
ities that occur this fiscal year out of those out- 
standing appropriations of Pe next; but diminish 
your expenditures under these others, so that 
there may be the same etbes to transfer to the 
succeeding fiscal year.”’ , 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Wil 
me to interrupt him? I do not exactly under- 
stand him. I wish to ask a question for infor- 
mation as he goes on. I understand that he de- 
ducts, in the first place, from $73,000,000, or 
$75, 000 000, all the amount of appropriations on 
hs ind; that is, the unexpended balances. He takes 
them as a deduction and thus reduces the esti- 
mate to $61,000,000, or $63,000,000. Does he now 
propose to take in detail the several items which 
make up that amount, and reduct those also ? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will explain. 
that $12,000,000 might be deducted, because it 
had been the habit to leave as much unexpended 
in one year as had been unexpended in the year 
before; and in-order to prove that it might be 

$12,000,000, 1 take the estimates in detail, and 
show how in each appropriation you may cut off 
such an amount, that by adding the whole to- 
gether, you get the vhole $12,000,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then the Senator is 


my friend allow 


I stated first 


merely endeavoring to prove the first proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam merely endeavoring to 
prove my first proposition. Now, sir, for the 
civil lists we expended last year on the civil list, 
exclusive of the public debt, $36,387,000. This 


| year the Secretary of the Treasury, who seems to 


have made large deductions, proposes something 
like $19,000,000, exclusive of outstanding appro- 
priations, of whic h he wants to use $4,270,000. 
Here, again, it seems to me, the rule applies. The 
same liabilities will occur in the next fiscal ye ary 
to be paid in the succeeding year, that occur in 
this; but, if I have doubt in regard to any of them, 
it is in regard to these; because here the largest 
reduction has been made. When you come to the 
Interior Department there is asimple cutting down 
of expenditures from $6,021,000 to $4,096,000, and 
no application there to use outstanding balances. 
If, then, we add these several sums, they will 
constitute $12,000,000, to be deducted from the es- 
timate of $73,000,000; and if youallow the Post Of- 
fice Department a deficiency of nearly $4,000,000, 
you will raise the whole amount required to 
$65,000,000. If you raise it up to $65,000,000, it 
is allowing the Post Office Department to expend 
more than $9,000,000 above its revenue from post- 
age. If you re duce it to $61,000,000, it is allowing 
the Post Office Department to expend $6,000,000 
above its revenue. Why cannot we declare, in 
the Post Office bill, to put some restraint on him, 
that the Postmaster General shall use Oly the 
$6,000,000 out of the Treasury, and cut off be- 
tween $3,000,000 and $4,000,000 ? If we did that, 
it would be some, practical limit upon his discre- 
tion. 
3ut let me go further, sir. Why cannot we 
make it a self-sustaining institution, and cut off 
the $6,000,000 which it draws from the Treas- 
ury? and if we did, it would reduce our annual 


| expenditures to $65,000,000 or $56,000,000. I 


know that it is said by my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. BicLer,] that he is unwilling to in- 
crease the postage, because, under our, present 
mail service, the North pays more than its share; 
and, in order to sustain himselfin that proposition, 
he credits New York and Philadelphia with all 
the amounts of prepaid postage which. they re- 
ceived. 
| New York merchant and man of business charges 
his customers with the postages; that, in reality, 
they are paid by them; and that, so far as that is 
concerned, the effect of the arrangement is to give 
to New York all the benefit of the patronage aris- 
ing out of the management of this reve nue, in- 
stead of char ging it with the excess which is sup- 
posed? The same I may say in regard to Penn- 
sylvania. I ask, where is the justice of making 
the man who does not receive letters and papers, 
| pay for the man who does? Where is the justice 
| of taxing that man so as to make his hoe and 
ax and his blanket and his coat cost him more 
| than they should do, in order to enable those who 


Why, does noteverybody kaawtha? the | 
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than they ought to pay? _ Whatever class there 
may be in this country, which is benefited by a 
special service of the Government, should pay 


the expenses of that service of which they are 
the sole recipients. 


If then, Mr. President, you were to make the 
Post Office self-sustaining, were to make the De- 
partment pay its own expenses out of its reve- 
nues, we should be able to reduce the expenditures 
of the Government, I believe, to $55,000,000 or 
$60,000,900. A billhas been reported from the 
Post Office Committee which will go far towards 
doing that. It will raise,as 1 understand, the re- 
ceipts upon printed matter and upon letters, be- 
tween $3,000,000 and $4,000,000. It will cut off 
the franking privilege, which is estimated—I know 
that it is an arbitrary and a conjectural estimate— 
at $1,500,000 more. Besides that, there @ an op- 
portunity for large | reductions in the postal service. 

L believe the California mails could be furnished 
at a sayng of hundreds of thousands of dollars, 
and that California could be furnished better mail 
service at this less expe snditure than it now re- 
ceives. I believe there might be a limit put on 
the route agents who are established. I think we 
might repeal that discretionary law which allows 
the Postmaster General to increase the salaries of 
the postmasters at pleasure; and I think if we did 
these things, which Congress might do, we could 
save the $6,000,000, and bring it down. Why 
should we notdoit? There are strong moral and 
political reasons for doing it. As it now stands, 
itis avast machine of irresponsible power. The 
Postmaster General can run us in debt as much 
as he pleases. He can appoint as many postmas- 
ters as he pleases. He can add to, or diminish, 
the service upon particular routes. He can accept 
what bids are made, no matter how extravagant, 
that he chooses; and the consequence is, that in 
the exercise of this discretion there has been the 
most alarming increase of the burden which the 
Post Office Department imposes upon the Treas- 
ury. 

Allow me, sir, at the risk of being tedious, for 
this is a matter which Senators should consider, 
to refer to the rapid growth of expenditure in that 
Department. I hold in my hand a table, which 
was made out with great care for me at the Treas- 
ury epeeanth Laren of the amounts 
which have been paid out of the Treasury to sus- 
tain the Post Office Depaftment. In the year 
1846 it commenced with $810,231 62; in 1847, it 
was $536,298 99; in 1848, $22,221 96; in 1849, 
$681,500. It goes on in that way gradually. In 

1854 it was $4,742,114 77; in 1855, $4,248,849 19; 
in 1856, $4,598,402 87; in 1857, $4,746,499 67; in 
1858, $5,564,495; in 1859, $9,164,935 10. 

Now, sir, at this rate of increase, it is manifest, 
and it may be made at the discretion of the Post- 
master General, that the expenses of this Depart- 
ment, drawn out of the Treasury, will soon be 
greater than those of the Army or Navy. Is it 
not time that we should impose some restrictions 
upon the exercise of this discretion? Is it not 
time that we should say in the appropriation bill, 
‘*You shall expend no more than you receive from 
your revenue?”’ or if Congress should think he 
ought to have more, then that ** You shall expend 
no more out of the Treasury i in addition to your 
revenue, than a given amount,’’ imposing thus 
some limit on thei ir discretion? There has never 
been anything like the growth of the patronage 
a this De ‘partment. Allow me again to refer to 

aper of interest, in this connection. 
ah find that there are in the United States 
27,977 postmasters, whose entire compensation is 
$2,355,000; that $918, 000 in gross are appropri- 
ated to clerks in the post offices; that there are 
440 route or mail agents, costing $334,000; 28 
express route agents, costing $28,000; 23 local 
agents, costing $29,989; 1,404 mail messengers, 
costing $184,634; 31 special agents, whose com- 
pensation and other expenses amount to $73,527. 
The salaries of the Post Office Department proper 
cost about $170,000; so that we see here are a 
number of officials, outndmbering either the Army 
or the Navy, under the influence of the Postmas- 
ter General, who has the power, | may say, to in- 
crease them at pleasure. 

This is notall. Ihave not measured the total 
extent of its influence. I have shown you the 
officers who are distributed in every city, inever 
village, in every cross-road station in the od. 
I might add that he exercises a powerful influ- 
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ence through the press in almost every congres- 
sional district in the country; that under his in- 


fluence, too, to some extent, we ought to place | 


| 


the contractors and their army of employ€s, who | 


are also dependent upon him for the exercise of 
a large discretionary power over them. Now, 
sir, L say that there are strong moral and politi- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


cal reasons which should induce us to curtail this; | 


and I know no better limit than to say he shall 
expend no more than he receives; and for that I 


am willing to agree to any modification of the | 


rates of postage which will effect that end. If 


this is not the best, give us something that is bet- | 


ter. Jagree with the Senator from Rhode Island | 


that heretofore the printed matter has not borne 
its fair proportion of the expenditure. | am will- 
mg to increase that proportion; to equalize the 
hurdenthetween them; but inthe name of Heaven, 
\.t us put some practical limit on the discretion 
of the Post Office Department, and say that it 
shall not exceed its revenue. * 

If, Mr. President, we should reduce the ex- 
penditares to $65,000,000, which would allow the 
Post Office Department to expend between nine | 
and ten million dollars out of the Treasury, we 
should have, according to the estimate of means 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, a surplus of 
$4,000,000 next year. If we should reduce them 
to $61,000,000, we should have a surplus amount- | 
ing to $8,000,000. If we should reduce them to | 
$56,000,000, we should have a surplus amount- 
ing to $13,000,000; and we should thus have the | 
means, and ample means, to meet the proper, | 
ordinary expenditures of the Government, and | 
to begin to pay off the public debt. Is there any | 
fear that he will not receive the amount of his es- 
timate—$69,000,000? Tle estimates the receipts 
from public lands, for this fiscal year and the | 
next, at $6,044,000. Do we not know that,af | 
the Department had put the lands in the market, 
we should have received that,and probably more 
than that,in one year? I know and I appreciate 
the excuse. I know that, in the hard times which | 
we have passed over, the preémptioners prob- 
ably did desire further credit, that they might be | 
able to pay for their lands when the times were 
easier; but trade and commerce are now reviving; 
and not only that, but the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior might discriminate, and put them in by de- | 
grees. ‘There are fifty-nine million acres of public 
lands which have ile been brought into market 
for sale. Of these, about five million acres have 
been surveyed and unoffered for five years and 
more. We might begin with them; put these five | 
millions into the market; then put in those which | 
have been surveyed three years and more, and so 
on; and thus, by degrees, collect the money which | 
is due. Besides, I believe—i speak from memory | 
~—the preémptioner can pay with land warrants, 
which are selling far below $1 25an acre;and thus, | 
if the Treasury did not get immediate benefit, we 
should absorb the land warrants which have taken 
somuch from our Treasury. We sold eleven mil- | 
lion acres last year; but the land warrants absorbed 

| 
| 





so much of it, that but little came into the Treas- 
ury. Take these out of the market, and allow us 
to draw all the revenues that may be had from 
the public lands, and I do not believe that Mr. 
Guthrie’s estimate, which was some $8,000,000 
from the lands, would be found extravagant. 
But I must here ask you to note, sir, that] am 
not demanding a larger estimate than the Secre- | 
tary himself has given of the receipts from public | 
lands; but Lam merely presenting these facts in | 
order te show that they may be larger. Besides, 
some revenue may probably be derived from the 
mineral lands. Some system might be devised | 
by the Committee on Public Lands for the sale of | 
mineral lands, so as to raise us some money with- | 
outimeonveniencing or injuriog the inhabitants of | 
the ‘Territories or States in which they may be. | 
And how 1s it as to the Secretary's estimate in | 
regard to the customs? He estimates $56,000,000 | 
for the next fiscal year. I find that, according to 
previous experience, this is no extravagant esti- 
mate. Under the tariff of 1846 the imports in- 
creased at the rate of ten per cent. annually, Go- 
ing back, I find that, in the year 1856, there were 
» 295,000,000 of imported goods entered for con- 
sumption. If we were to allow an increase of ten 
per cent. annually on $295,000,000 from that me, 
it would amount to some §400,000,000 for next | 
year; but put it at half—at five per cent.; and by 
the end of 1860, the increase from 1856 ought 





| tered for consumption. 
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to be twenty per cent.; and that, added ‘to the 
$295,000,000, would give us something like the 
sum of $350,000,000 of imports entered for con- 
sumpuon. Why should they not increase at this 
rate?) Why should they not increase as fast as 
they did under the tariff of 1846? The price of 
cotton is higher than it was then, and more peo- 
ple ahd more land are employed in its production. 
The product of gold must be greater; for we not 
only have California, but we have new discov- 
eries which are probably very rich, and more peo- 
ple are employed in its production. Tobacco 
never bore better prices; there never was a larger 
number of hands engaged in the production of that 
staple. Itis true that the prices of the cereals, 


_of wheat and of corn, have not been equal of late 
to what they were some two years ago; but that | 


depression is manifestly temporary, or, if ithe not 
temporary, it will be more than made up by the 
increased préduct. But, to be safe, I will suppose 
the imports to increase not as fast, but half as fast 
as the increase under the tariff of 1846. I will take 
the increase at five per cent.; and that willgive us, 
for the coming year, $350,000,000 of imports en- 
tered for consumption. 

I find, by referring to the Secretary’s tables 
that $242,000,000 of goods were entered for con- 
sumption last year, on which $40,000,000 of rev- 
enue were raised, being seventeen and two tenths 
per cent. of the entire amount of importations en- 
Take 350,000,000, at 
seventeen and two tenths per cent., and the reven- 
ue from customs will reach very near $60,000,000; 
and I understand that some of the best informed 
persons and mostexperienced merchants in New 
York actually estimate the probable receipts of the 
next fiscal year at from $60,000,000 to $63,000,000. 
I learn that from one of the members of the House 
of Representatives from the city of NewYork. But 
it is not necessary to commit ourselves to any 
such estimate; nordo Il. Itis enough for me to 


say, that so well do I feel assured that the Sec- | 


retary’s estimate of $56,000,000 will turn out to 
be under, rather than over, the mark, that Iam 
willing to take the responsibility of legislating on 
that estimate. If we do, there is no reason to 
doubt but that the means for the next fiscal year 
will be fully $69,000,000. L think the chances are 
that they will be more; because I think, if the 
public lands are put in the market, they will yield 
more than the Secretary has estimated. If this 
be so, it is for Congress to say whether they will 
put it beyond the reach of doubt that the revenues 
from the tariff of 1857, together with those aris- 
ing from the public lands, shall be sufficient not 


| only to meet the ordinary and necessary expend- 


| 


| 


itures, but to commence the payment of a portion 
of the public debt. Could we achieve anything 
that would gratify the people more than to make 
so appropriate and so just a retrenchment? 

It-is to be remembered in regard to the tariff of 
1857, tat most of the products are brought in 
under the schedules which pay thirty, twenty- 
four, nineteen, and some little under the fifteen 
percent. schedule. More than, two thirds of the 
imports entered for consumption come in under 
these schedules; and if the time is not now, the 
time soon will be, when these articles will yield 
more revenue under the lower schedules than they 
would under the schedules of twenty, twenty-five, 
thirty, forty, and one hundred per cent., accord- 
ing to the tariff of 1846. It is true, that will not 
be the first effect; for if it would be there would 
have been no use in lowering the duties; but that 
that is to be the ultimate effect who can doubt? 
We all know that so rapid is the advance of man- 
ufactaring skill in this country, that thirty per 
cent@uty ten years hence would prohibita great 
deako brtation more than it would now, and 
that thirty’ percent. duty on importations now 
would prohibit a great deal more than it would 
have done in 1846. 

Isay, therefore, that, looking at the subject in 
every point of view, it seems to me that it would 
be unwise and inexpedient to touch, for the pres- 
ent, the tariff of 1857, especially when you re- | 
member that the Secretary himself does not esti- 
mate a deficiency until the end of the next fiscal 
year. When we come back at the next session | 
of Congress, if we should find that the revenues | 
were not likely to be sufficient, then everybody | 
would agree that it was necessary to raise the | 
tariff, and we might come to some gefieral under- 
standing on the subject. 





February 14, 


| But, sir, | come now to the tariff of 1857, whic, 
, as I said before, has been the subject of so much 
comment, both here andelsewhere. Again, | wa 
| to recall to the attention of those Senators who 
| were here present when it passed, the circyy. 
| Stances under which it did pass. It was known 
| to all of them that a reduction of one fifth or one 
sixth on the,high schedules was all that could be 
‘obtained. It was known further, that any at. 
tempt at a greater reduction would render jt jn. 
possible to pass the tariff at all. That became q 
fixed point. Taking that asa fixed point, how 
| were the revenues to be reduced to $50,000,000? 
| One thing that was done, and one which was 
/ necessary in order to get it passed—and a yer 
proper thing, asI think I shall be able to show— 
was to make free a great deal of raw material, for 
_ the sole demand was created by the manufactur. 
ers, and this was added to the old free list. An. 
other was by reducing articles from higher sched- 
| ules, in which they might have remained if it had 
| not been for the necessity of reducing the revenue, 
-and transferring them lower, as in the case of 
| spices. Suffice it to say, that a general arrange. 





| ment was made to produce the sum which is-to be 
| produced this very fiscal year, and it was made 
_ and passed by a larger vote than was ever given to 
| any other tariff since the dispute first commenced 
| in regard to this mode of taxation. So far as those 
| who desired protection were concerned,(and every- 
| body here felt that interests which had been called 
| into being under heavy protection ought not to be 
| suddenly prostrated,) I believe all interests were 
| satisfied except, perhaps, it was the iron interest; 
| but no one believed or felt that it was exactly the 

tariff he would have passed if he had the making 

of it, or that it came within bowshot of what he 

would have done if he had unlimited discretion in 
| regard to the matter. The tariff of 1846 was not 
| framed upon revenue principles, but I voted for 
| it because, according to my view, it was so much 
| better than that of 1842. 4 admit that the tariff 
| of 1857, is not strictly upon revenue principles, 
| but it approached them much nearer than the 
| tariff of 1846, and I voted for it because it did 
| come nearer to my views than the tariff of 1846. 
Now I come to the specific objection which is 
made against it by those with whom I act, and 
with whom I generally agree in opinion. 

It is said that the free list is too large. So far 
as those articles on the free list are concerned, 
which enter into general consumption, like tea 
_and coffee, which are made free in order to create 

a necessity for laying higher duties on articles 
| sought to be protected, | think the objection is 
| just and legitimate. But when you come to the 
_ other objection, that it is improper to include any- 

thing on the free list, | must dissent. I believe 

| that where there is an article for which the sole 

demand is made by the manufacturers, and which 

would not be imported but for their demand, it is 

strictly according to revenue principles to bring 
| that article in free of duty. Take the case: unless 
| thé manufacturer woypld use it, if you laid a duty 

| on it you would get nothing; but if by making it 
| free he uses it, you are just where you were; you 

| get nothing in either case, except that by making 
it free you bring into existence a great productive 
interest; you diminish the price of production, and 
diminish the price to the consumer; and you di- 
minish the price to the consumer, not only by 
what the American manfacturer reduces the price 
of his article, but you bring down the foreign 
article with which he comes in competition in the 
like proportion, But that is‘not the only view of 
the case. Take the case of England, who admits 
raw cotton free. She manufactures it and exports® 
it in the manufactured state, and her experts not 
only seli for enough to pay for the raw material, 
| but they bring in, as a surplus, a return cargo of 
| dutiable goods that pay her more revenue than 
| she would have received if she had laid the duty 
| on the cotton itself. As a revenue measure, Eng- 
| land does wisely in making raw cotton free. There 
| is yet another view of it. To lay the duty on the 
| raw material is to do that which is considered’a 
| 


barbarism in finance by all political economists; 
it is to lay a tax on production. Permit me here 
for a moment to illustrate from. the experience of 


a sister nation. It was proposed during the ad- 


ministration of the younger Pitt, when England 
was hard run, to lay aduty on pig iron; but the 
argument was presented—an argument to which 
he had to yield, for the vote was so close that if 
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the ministry had pressed it they would have had || need not exist if you adjust your system of finance 


to go out of office—that 


«Jt was a received principle of taxation that no duty 
should press upon any article in its rude and early state, 
since it caused @ uniform rise’of prices in every article into 
whieh it Was afterwards wrought up. In this instance, 
though the sum that would enter the Treasury would not 
be more than £200,000, yeta tax ofnearly £1,000,000 would 
be raised from the community at large.”’ 


I had occasion myself before, on this subject, || 
to iJlustrate by this very matter of raw cotton. | 


Suppose England laysa duty on raw cotton. That 
duty enters as an element of price, and the inter- 
est and profit on that duty in the sale of twist 
when the man that twists it comes to sell to the 
weaver. The weaver again, when he comes to 
sell it, finds the increased cost of profit and inter- 
est an element in the price of his article, on which 
he now lays another profit, and charges more in- 
terest. 
printer, and he has to go through the same op- 
eration. Thus by the time the printed cotton is 
sold to the consumer, the consumer perhaps has 
to pay three or four times as much as the Gov- 
ernment received in the shape of taxation; three 
or four times as much as he would have had to 
pay if the Government, instead of laying its first 
duty on the raw cotton, had waited until it was 
finally manufactured into that shape in which it 
would be used, and had laid a duty raising the 
same amounton the printed cotton. Itis obvious, 
therefore, that taking this question in every point 
of view, there is nothing lost to the revenue, and 
much gained to the consumer, by giving the man- 
ufacturer, free of duty, that raw material which 
would not be imported but for the demand which 
he makes for it. 

I say, then, that so far as that is concerned, in 
my opinion, itis no objection td the tariff of 1857; 
and as to the addition which it made to the free 
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e 
|| carefully; because if when you originally propose 
|| your loans you send them out with such mterest 
| as will just bring par, tfere will not be such ‘a 
|| variation when you come to redeem them out of 

the surplus; and it is easy so to adjust your sys- 
|| tem of credit as to pay your loans annually, bien- 
|| nially, quadrennially, or just as you choose. 
But, sir, there is another point of view in which, 
|| financially, the ad valorem is much preferable to 
the specific system. Itis more stable. Take your 
specifie duty; you intending to lay it at the rate 
of twenty percent. Your manufactures improve, 
| and the cost of production diminishes. Then, as 


|, the cost and price go down, your tax rises, and it 


list, although it seems formidable in its items, yet | 


in point of value, it is very little. A table in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that 
if we had received the duties of 1846, on what 
was made free by the act of 1857, in the importa- 
tions of 1858, the entire loss would only have 
been about $1,800,000. The greater proportion 
and the valuable portion of the free list consists 


of tea and coffee, and articles of that sort, which | 
are as legitimate subjects of taxation asany others. | 

I come now to the third objection which is | 
made to this tariff—an objection made by the Pres- | 


ident of the United States himself, and made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island—and that is that 
it imposes ad valorem instead of specific duties. 
They say that, financially, the specific would be 
right, because when the prices are high, and the 
manufacturers do not so much want protection, 
the specific duty bears most lightly; and when 
prices are low, and the manufacturer does want 
it, the specific duty raises more money for the 
Government. Besides, they say, the specific duty 
system is one which is least liable to fraud. | 
differ from both positions. Let us see how it 
works. 

When there is an expansion in the credit system 
and goods come in freely, that is the time, if it 
ever should be, when the revenue system should 
operate asa check, in order to prevent over impor- 
tations. Then the ad valoremsystem would oper- 
ate more heavily as a check than the specific duty 
system. When, on the contrary, times are hard 
and few imports are coming in, then is the time 
your revenue system should operate most lightly, 
to encourage importation; but that is the time 
when the specific duty system operates most heav- 
ily. In other words, as a system of taxation— 
and, in my judgment, that 1s the only way we 
ought to look at it—the specific system makes 
the consumer pay the least tax when he is most 
able to pay it, and the most tax when the times 
are hard and he is least able to pay it. The ad 


valorem system, on the contrary, makes him pay | 


the same at all times; but, as compared with the 
specific system, makes him pay more when he is 
most able, and least when times are hard and he 
is least able; and the result of that would be that 
when times were hard, as they were in the recent 


pressure, it would be far better to use the credit | 


of the Government; and then when times are easy, 
and the money can be paid readily, to take the 
surplus and redeem your stock. 
said there isa waste in premium; but what does 
that loss on the premium compare with the gen- 


eral equilibrium of the system? I say that loss || 


I know it is | 


actually becomes higher, when you want it less, 
than it was In the original instance. Take the ad 


|| valorem system, and it is proportional; it is the 
The weaver -now sells his article to the | 


same, whether the prices are high or low. It is 
like paying in kind. If it is twenty per cent., it 
is like throwing one bar, out of every five, into 
the Treasury, and, whether it be high or low, you 
throw the same one bar. On the contrary, under 
the specific system, you pay the same duty when 
the cost of production is decreased, making a much 
higher tax than you do when the cost is high. 
But this is not all; it operates as a fraud, and in- 
evitably as a fraud on the consumer. By a spe- 
cific duty, you lay the same tax on the cheap that 
you do on the dear fabric; and you make the poor 
man, who consumes at low prices, pay higher tax 
than the rich man, who consumes at high prices. 
There is yet another objection to it. It isa fraud 
on the tax payer; because, when specific duties 
are laid for the purpose of protection, they are laid 
to conceal the amount of tax which is paid. Take 
the ad valorem system, and any man can see what 
he is paying; he can turn to your statute-book 
and know whether he is paying one half, or one 
third, or one fourth, or one fifth. 

I say, therefore, that, ina financial point of view, 
the ad valorem is by far the best; but how is it in 
regard to the prevention of fraud? Under the ad 
valorem system, your appraiser has to decide upon 
questions of quantity and price. Under the spe- 
cific system, he has to decide on questions of 
quantity and quality. Which is more difficult to 
ascertain—the quality of goods, or the foreign 
price? In regard to the foreign price, we have 
the prices current from abroad, and we have the 
consular certificates. Every skillful appraiser in 
New York knows the prices abroad, and if he 
makes an error itis most probably a wilful error. 


If you will appoint skillful and honest and faith- | 


ful men, and not act upon the rotation system in 
regard to them, you will have as faithful apprais- 
ers, as faithful valuations, under the ad valorem 
system as you can have underany other system. 
In truth, they are more apt to be over the mark 
than under it; because the laws, as they now 
stand, afford a premium to overvaluation. If, 
when you bring goods into market at New York, 
they are undervalued more than ten per cent. 
they are declared to be forfeited; and, in order 
to prevent frauds on the part of custom-house 
officers, a man is allowed to raise his invoice ten 
per cent.; and if, after having raised it ten per 
cent., itis still under the value given by the ap- 
praisers, it is forfeited, and the custom-house of- 
ficers get the benefit; and I am told their salaries 
are going to be large under the seizures that are 
constantly multiplying, so that there is every in- 
ducement to them to overvalue instead of under- 
value; and, as some proof that what is thus true 
in theory is also true In practice, allow me to re- 
| fer the Senate to some tables which | have had 
| prepared on the sybject. 
| I have caused Statistics to be prepared of the 
imports from France and England, as shown by 
our tables, for the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 
1857. Eighteen hundred and fifty-six is omitted, 
| because we have no statistics for that year. I 
| have also caused a table to be prepared of the 
statements at the French and English custom- 
|| houses, taken from the report of the Board of 


| Trade of the one, and the Tableau General of the | 


other, and I have compared the two estimates; 
that is to say, | have compared the estimate of the 
|| foreign value, as made by their own returns, and 
|| | have compared the estimate’of the foreign value 
| as made by our appraisers, and it is remarkable to 
| see how near they coincide. I have taken England 


and France together, because it was impossible 
to ascertain exactly what either gent to us singly, 


| 
| 
} 
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| silk, cotton. 





so much of the commerce of France coming 
through England. I find that, according to the 
French and English estimates, they sent to this 
country in those four years, $662,689,443 worth 
of goods. I have the commerce for the same cal- 
endar years, made out in the Register’s office, and 
I find we have received, according to our state- 
ment, from those two countries in those years, 
$678,633,800, being a difference of not quite three 
percent. In point of fact, that difference is not 
as large as it ought to be, because it will be re- 
membered that the values of whatarrive here are 
to be diminished by damaged appraisement, are 
to be diminished by what is lost at sea, are to be 
diminished by the factthat, atthe French custom- 
houses, every cask is estimated as being full, 
whilst here they pay only for the quantity it con- 
tains. I present the tables. The statement from 
the Register’s office is: 

Statement exhibiting the value of imports from Great Brit- 
ain and France for the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1857 : 


Total. 
$187,303,528 


Year ending Great Britain. 
Dec. 31, 1853... $14§ 


France. 
$38,151,569 














1854.... 35,000,41L 170,275,960 
1855.... 37,598,161 141,997,572 
1857... 49,359,201 179,826,940 

Total... 00. $518.524,¢ $160,109.342 678,633,800 





F. BIGGER, Register. 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
ReGisTeR’s Orrice, February 11, 1859. 


The imports as made out in the Commerce and 
Navigation Reports, from the statements of the 
English and French custom-houses, are: 

Years. Grect Britain. 
1853.2... ++. .§130,265,340 
BBS4 0 ccccvace 146,438,537 
1956... 200 106,543,180 
130,803,093 


France. 
$33,455,942 
35,781,393 
31,609,131 
47,792,827 


$1 48,639,293 


Total. 
$163,721,282 
182,219,930 
138,152,311 
LSD? . ccsccesee 178,595,920 


Total.......$514,050,150 











#662,689,443 








A still more remarkable confirmation of the fact 
is found, when we descend to some particular 
articles, but I have not been able to get that Th 
calendar years. If there were any articles upon 
which there would likely be frauds, tt would be 
and woolen goods. Our estimates 
show for 1857, $78,238,892 of these goods, import- 
ed from Great Britainand France; the French and 
English custom-house returns show $80,799,106, 
being about the same difference of between two 
and three percent. It is true the comparison in 
this last estimate is between the calendar year of 
Great Britain and France, and the fiscal year of 
the United States, but the other comparison is for 


| four years between the calendar years of each. 


I say then, that both fact and theory go to prove 
that we are not more subject to frauds under the 
ad valorem system than we should be under the 
other. So much, then, Mr. President, for the 
tariff of 1857. oa 

But the State of Pennsylvania, the old Keystone 
| State, complains that that tariff does not yield ber 
| enough protection. Iron has twenty-four per 

cent. in the way of duty; it has at least six per 
cent. in the costs and charges of bringing it over; 
| it has, as it goes into the interior, in its favor, 
the expense of transportation, from two to two 
and a half or three eents per ton per mile, until 
you get within a very short distance of where the 
domestic manufacture has a monopely; yet that 

is not protection enough! Why, Mr. President, 
| I do not believe that protection helps even those 
interests which it seeks to do; but, on the con- 
trary, the system of protection has only the effect 
of diminishing the general level of profits of all 
/employments. Itis so upon theory. The iron 
' interests ask protection. Why? Because, ifleft to 
| the natural laws of trade, they cannot work to as 
much profit as the labor engaged in commerce, in 
navigation, or in agriculture. Well, the Govern- 
ment favors it, and puts up the price, and makes 
laborers engaged in other occupations pay more 
for what they get, and in proportion as they pay, 
more you diminish their general level of profit; 
and if their general level of profit goes down, if 
the manufacturer attains higher profits by this 
protection, other laborers and capitalists go into 
that employment and bring him down to the gen- 
eral level of profit. This is proved not merely 
by theory, but byexperience. There is no period 
in our history when the iron manufacture in- 


|| creased so rapidly as it did under the tariff of 


| 1846. The same thing was proved in English 
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experience in regard to silks; the manufacture 
flourished the moment they removed the high pro- 
tective duties, 

jut whether that be so or not, it is not neces- 
sary here to inquire further. I say that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has proved conclusively 
that whatever sufferings the iron interest experi- 
enced, were produced by the revulsion in the cur- 
rency system and the system of credit; because 
he aa that there was actually a smaller im- 
portation under the tariff of 1857, than there had 
been before, and that prices fell in England where 
they could not have been affected by this tariff, 
as they did here; and in point of fact, we know 
that the sufferings of the iron interest in Great 
Britain have been as severe as any experienced 
here, but there they attribute them to the true 
reason. When there is an expansion of the cur- 
rency, interest lowers, capital becomes cheap, 
persons establish manufactures in localities where 
they would not have dreamed of establishing 
them if they had been subject only to the nat- 
ural laws of trade. By and by, revulsion comes; 
these establishments topple down; they force their 
iron into the market; they bring down the good 
as well as the bad, because they lower the price 
in the general, until it has become a maxim of 
the English manufacturers, that a successful iron- 
master must be a buyer as well as a maker of 
iron; that is to say, he must have capital enough 
when the price of iron is depressed, to go into 
the market and buy it and hold it up unul it re- 
sumes its natural price. 

In 1843, there was a distress produced by these 
very causes in England, fully as great as that ex- 
perienced by our people in the last year. They 
went to Sir Robert Peel and told him they must 
have more bank paper, more money to raise 
prices; but that sagacious statesman knew that 
to yield to their request would have been to have 
added fuel to the flame, to have given whisky to 
the drinker, laudanum to the opium eater; and 
he sent them away on their errand. Here is a 
description, and at the risk of wearying the Sen- 
ate, it is So apropos to something that I think the 
Senator from Pennsylvania may have seen out 


J 1 

of the Senate, that | will ask a few minutes to | 
| 

i] 


read it: 

“In the Times, of the 2ist of June, 1843, an article ap- 
peared, taken from the Monmouthshire Merlin. After speak- | 
ing of the failure of the Messrs. Harford & Davis, the writer | 
goes on to say: The present state of the iron trade anni- | 


hilates hope ; we see nothing but ruin before us and behind |} ages in the shape of c 


us.. The kingdom, for a few years past, has been making | 
iron in enormous quantities. 
ally from exteusive orders and large sales, was laid out in | 
building new furnaces, opening fresh mines, exploring min- | 
eral districts hitherto untouched. The large fortunes al- | 
ready secured, in times when the foreign markets were all 
our own, and the produce at home scarcely sufficient for 
the demand, arrested the eager eyes of small capitalists, and 
induced the formation of companies, into which the whole 
livings of professional men and private individuals of com 
fortable means were recklessly cast—each member of ev 
ery company so formed, expecting to be at least a Bailey, a 
Guest, or a Crawshay, if not eventually a Peel or an Ark- | 
wright. 
large percentages, exaggerated the evil. The joint stock | 
banking companies opened their ledgers with profuse gen- 
erosity, and advanced money upon anticipated calls, to re- 
alize immediately schemes the most gigantic and costly in 
the history of iron making. 

* Thus we saw furnace after furnace, almost in geomet- 
rical proportion, starting up and sending forth its huge vol- 
umes of smoke and blaze into the evening sky. Towns 
were built as though by the aid of some genius of the Eastern 
jamp, in the wilderness and upon the mountain side. Ca- | 
pacious houses for genteel clerks, and acute managers, and 
roving directors, flanked the long vista of a beautiful front | 
elevation; and thus the legitimate iron-master, having al- 
ready overlaid his market by bestowing all his surplus cap- 
ital for the extension of his works, found himvyelt also, in his 
turn, overlaid by an aceession of a swarm of adventurers in 
trade, armed with plenty of money, profuse in expenditure, 
and the ignorant tools of those ‘ wise in their generation.’ 
If it had been a faw of nature that the whole world should, 
for a given number of years, be clothed in iron, be domi- 
ciled in iron, sleep upon igon, ride upon cast-iron horses, | 
and in cast-iron chariots, no greater zeal to give effect to | 
the law could have been displayed than that which has 
prompted the production of a vast mass of iron at the junc- | 
ture and under the circumstances which we have attempted | 
to describe. 


} 


“In very many instances, we should say generally, with 


contracts, the iron-masters are losing nearly one pound 
sterling per ton upon their make ; and that, too, in estab- 
lishments where the strictest economy is practised, the 
greatest skill exercised, and the vigilant eye’ofa prominent 
member of the firm always upon the works. What, then, 
must the joint stéek company be losing, with its double es- 
tablishment of clerks, its committees, and town offices, its | 
everybody's work and nobody's work? At least ten shil- | 
lings per ton additional. The ‘ fix,’ as the Americans call | 
it, 1g gst disastrous. The question is, who shall blow out 


|| fore them? 
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| and retire? Are the great and ancient houses in the iron 

trade to retreat before the companies, or the companies be- 
Is the small and respectable iron-master to be 
smashed in the conflict? This is the matter at issue ; and 


which party soever may ultidfately gain the victory, its path || 
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l 





will be strewn with the wreck of property, and the ruins | 


of many estimable men.’’—Scrivenor onthe Iron Trade, | 


page 293. 

So that we see, Mr. President, that the revul- 
sions in the iron trade have been quite as great 
and severe in Great Britain as they have been 
here; but there they ascribed them to the true 
cause—a revulsion in the credit system; and well 
has it been said, ina lecture to which I shafl pres- 
ently refer, on the iron trade, that the produce of 
gold in California is doing much to protect the 
iron interest. The gold digger in Australia and 
California is doing more this day, in giving sta- 
bility to the currency, to give protection to the 
manufacturer, than all the customs laws you can 
pass in this body; and if we could afford the 
manufacturer protection against this, it would be 
better than if we passed a customs law which re- 
quired every pound of imported iron to pay its 
pound of gold before it could be entered for con- 
sumption. It is to that work that they should 
address themselves. They should go to the Legis- 
latures of their States—Legislatures which have 
already been engaged,and wisely, to some extent, 











wer of Great Britain to suppl ge 
Bn ee ee Oat he te Uns. 
“4. That the growth of the business hitherto, 
| passed the corresponding growth in Great Britain ; ang as 


has sur. 


we may be said to have commenced fifty years behind her 
we are, at this day, only ninefeen years in arrear, and may 
under ali the circumstances, reasonably expect to overtake 
and pass that country in the amount of annual Produe- 


|) tion.?? 


If all this be so, and'I believe it to be undis. 
puted and oe re it is clear that the iron. 
master has nothing to fear from conipetition 
abroad if he can be protected from the revulsions 
which prostrated him last year, but which jn- 
volved him in no greater difficulties and mischiefs 
than attended all other species of production jn 
this country. The iron-master in the valley of 
the Delaware, was not more injured than’ the 
grower of corn and wheat in my State, or than 
the manufacturer of cottons or of woolens. | 


/ only suffered a common injury and a common 


in limiting expansion upon issues of paper money, | 


but which have not yet taken up that other 


branch of the subject, which is quite as inyportant | 


—the limitation of the loans upon deposits. 
I believe that, if it were not for these revulsions 
in the credit system, we should never hear applica- 


| tions for protection from Pennsylvania; because | 


it has been proven, I think, by the experience of 
the past, that we can make iron’in most localities 
as well as they can in England. I hold in my 
hand a lecture delivered by Abram S. Hewitt, 
in 1856, in which he declares that the average 
cost of producing iron in this country is as low 
as it is in England. 
ble that any great increase in the make of iron in 


| England must be attended with an increase of the 


Capital, accumulated annu- || 


i 


——— 


cost of production, because she has exhausted all | 
| those localities which have a natural capacity for 


producing iron at a high profit, and hence it will 
cost more; whilst here, owing to the superiority 
of our natural advantages, we could extend the 
make to sixty million tons without increasing the 


cost of production; because we have cheaper coal || 
| and cheaper ore. He -— ours are natural advant- 
1 


a th eap raw materials; theirs 
are artificial advantages in the shape of cheaper cap- 
italand cheaperlabor. Those artificial advantages 


are diminishing daily, whilst our natural advan- | 


tages must be constant and permanent. He re- 
fers to the fact that the consumption of iron is in- 
creasing so largely all over the world. He says 


every mile of railroad that is made takes ninety- || 


six tons; and it takes eight per cent. on that to 


keep it in repair. 


twenty-one thousand. We know howrapidly they 
have been increasing since. We know that iron 
is entering as a material in the construction of 
houses and ships; that the consumption is increas- 
ing faster than the production. That was proved 


by the fact to which he referred, that although the | 


| production increased in England, the price did not 
| diminish. 


But, sir, he gives us a table, in which he shows 
that the decrease of the importations of railroad 
iron in 1855, from an average of five years, was 


| one hundred and one thousand tons, while the 


increase of the domestic production in 1855, on 
the same average, was thirty-five thousand tons. 
He sums up the argument in this brief statement; 


ihe 'says: 


} 
| 
| 


The result is, a collapse of the whole trade— || 
ea fatal reaction—doubt and dismay. 


** The practical results which this paper offers for your 
consideration, are— 

“1. That the United States have greater natural resources 
for the production of iron than any other country of the 


earth, in consequence of the moral elements which charac- | 


terize the nation, the unlimited possession of mineral coal, 


the abundance and richness of its ores, and the vast system | 


| of natural and artificial avenues of transportation which 
one or two particular exceptions, dependent upon favorabie || 


traverse the land. . 


“2. That the difficulties in the way of a large production | 


are purely social and artificial ; namely, the dearness of capi- 
taland labor; which obstacles are being slowly and surely 
overcome by the progress of the country, and the fact that 
the increase of consumption throughout the world will, atan 


early day, task the production of iron in Great Britain to | 


its utmost limits, and consequently increase its cost and 
price. 

* 3. That, as the United States have no competitor but 
Great Britain, the surplus demand over and above the 


At that day, in 1856, he esti- | 


rk- || mated the miles of railroad in this country at 
Then, also, another new invention for realizing || 


loss. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I have come 
to the conclusion, sometime since, that it was in- 
expedient to touch the tariff. I believe we had 
better take the other alternative; reduce the ex- 
penditures; bring them down to sixty-five, sixty- 
one, or fifty-six million dollars, the lower the bet- 

ter, and I believe Congress could do either. And, 
» Suppose we could accomplish that result and go 
through without raising the taxes, what laurels 
would this Government and this Administration 
gather by turning their attention in that direction, 
We know that they experienced great difficulties 
at the commencement; they had to encounter a 
deep financial pressure; they had, on account of 
the Mormon difficulties, to organize large military 


| expeditions at greatexpense. If now they should 


He states that it is inevita- | 


| 








| 


| 
| 


t 


|| sweetens **the cu 


| pass through all these difficulties, and reduce the 

public expenditurés, and come through them with- 

out increasing the taxes, they would gather lau- 
_rels, because they would scatter benefits through- 
| out the land. I, for one, sir, sofar as my responsi- 
| bility is concerned, in a legislative capacity, will 
| aid them, and I will go for reducing the expendi- 
| tures within certain limits and bounds; and it is 


| the only way, in my opinion, to get along with 


| safely and according to true principle in the pres- 


|| ent crisis of affairs. 


But, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island made an appeal to us in the name of the 
American laborer; and whenever he speaks on 
| that subject he moves my sympathies, because he 
is eloquent and sincere; he touches my heart if 
| he fails to convince my head; but when I come 
_ to reflect coolly upon it, | find that my theory of 
| doing it is very different from his. 1, too, would 
_aid the American laborer. The paths we would 
| pursue toreach the same end diverge most widely. 
| | would cheapen the ax with which he hews his 
way into the forest; the hoe and the plow with 
which he wrings from the reluctant grasp of 
' mother earth a hard-earned subsistence for his 
wife and his children; the blanket which covers 
him by night, and the coat which shields him by 
| day against the storms and the rigors of winter. 
I would diminish the price of the bolt with which 
the sailor fastens the sides of his ship together, 
and cheapen the cordage which holds the spars 
in their places; and by all justifiable means in " 
power I would open to him every port upon all 
the seas. I would cheapen to the manufacturer 
the tools which he used and the clothes which he 
wore; I would cheapen to him the sugar that 
that cheers but not inebri- 
| ates;’’? and I would relieve him from the sense of 
dependence for his subsistence upon bounties to 
| be extracted from the hard earnings of his fel- 
'low laborers. I would extend, because I would 





which our citizens of every degree are speeding 
by day and by night in pursuit of their — of 
pleasure or of profit. In short, sir, 1 would open 
wide the door to the self-development of Ameri- 
can industry, and leave it free to pursue the bent 


cheapen the cost of making, that iron path upon 
| 
| 
| 


of its own genius; and if it did not then achieve 


whatever is grand and useful or curious and beau- 
tiful in art, the fault would rest not upon the 
want of — opportunity, but upon its owf in- 
capacity. For myself, I am willing to abide the 


result. I do not distrust the capacity of my coun- 
trymen to do as much as has been effected by 
any other nation in founding empires or building 
up industrial systems. 

Sir, the young giant of the West has now as- 
sumed the full dimensions of manhood. 


It is 
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1859. 


leading strings of your protective system. 
idle to seek to bind him for fear he should do him- 
self mischief on should give him the free use 
of his limbs. o, sir, let him go; let him take 
the range of the earth in pursuit of his royal in- 


stincts of power and of empire; and my word for | 
it, he will not stop to set up his pillars at the straits | 
of a smooth and tideless sea; he will not pause at | 


the first outlook upon the wide and stormy ocean, 
but he will bravely breast its billows and buffet 
with its storms, whether it be to coast the icy 
cape or to pursue the burning line, and he will 
jeave monuments of his progress and of his power 


which will endure, I trust, as long as the Rock | 


of Gibraltar itself. That he will be a prodigy of 
power, I doubt not. That he will also be a min- 
ister of mercy, | wish I were equally sure of; but 
I much fear me that, wherever he may go, and 
however distant the land, if there be a handfull 
of earth to be had, or a single twig growing upon 
a tree, he will return to them as emblems of his 
seizin, and evidences of his title to a possession 
that may be worse than useless to him after all. 
Sir, lobserve that, atthe very name of territory, his 
whole nature seems to change: he becomes as wild 
as the old Phenician with his bullskin measure- 


ment of land; as crafty as that old Saxon sea-king, | 


his progenitor, perhaps, who, having obtained the 


possession of a lapfull of earth, sowed the dust | 


over whole fields which he claimed to hold under 
such fictions of law as the strong alone can im- 
pose upon the weak. 
strain him from this universal lust of acquisition, 
I think there are exceptions to the rule. I would 
not dissuade him from the use of all honest and 
just means for the acquisition of Cuba. 


female created He them.”’ 

The following table was that to which the hon- 
orable gentleman referred as his authority for the 
expenditures of the Post Office Department: 


Treasury on all aecounts, from March 5, 1845, to Decem- 
ber 18, 1858: 


Year ending June 30, 1846........0e002es005 $810,231 62 
oe “ 7 


ein sesseeees 536,298 99 
«“ ee | ESE see 22,921 96 
& S.-i ss ceiaaaes eee 681,500 00 | 
‘“ WM cea weseccese 188,569.45 
‘“ ee ERORIIIOFET 
‘“ a or, a cnvccgecccee’ LEE aD 
«“ ee Sere sees 3,518,683 61 
& 0: | PR siatennstneatees See t 
& De ive ncsdan teks ++ 4,248,849 19 | 
‘“ $C UBB. cece ccceee cece 4,598,402 87 | 
& 65. AREBT. 00. oc kekses cccees en? 
‘ 6 1BBBsceesseceesvec eee 5,004,495 20 


36,169,927 74 
To the 20th day of December, 1858, part of 
FES... 00 dig ov 504650000 toceceeeaghoo CO 
Amount estimated to be re- 
quired for the remainder of 
the yearending June, 1859.. 3,838,728 00 
Amount required of balance to 
the credit of the appropria- 
tion for steam mail service, 
ending June, 1859.. 
Amount required of balance to 
the credit of the appropria- 
tion for steam mail service, 
ending June, 1859, under act 
of March 3, 1847........006 
Amount required of balance to 
the credit of the appropria- 
tion for steam mail service, 
ending June, 1859, under act 
ot March 3, 1851.......e+00- 
Amount required of balance to 
the credit of the appropria- 
tion for steam mail service, 
ending June, 1859, under act 
of June 14, 1858, to supply 
deficiencies......... eopeces 





pia Sn‘ 765.018 24 


100,000 00 


250,000 00 


975,000 00 





Total amount paid from the Treasury from 
March 5, 1845, and estimated to be paid 
therefrom, up to June 30, 1859.........+-§42,098,673 98 


The estimate of the probable deficiency of the 
public monies to meet expenditures upon an eco- 


It is the | 
rib which was taken from his side: ‘* male and || 


3ut, sir, while-I would re- | 





nomical scale, is based upon the supposition that | 
a bill passes authorizing the reissue of the Treas- | 


ury notes now in circulation. 
Several Senators addressed the Chair. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the Sen- 


ator from Virginia if he has no tables there show- 
ing 





Mr. COLLAMER. Will the Senator indulge 


me a moment? 


The PRESIDING OFFI€ER, (Mr. Ren, in 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. PUGH. I ask permission of the Senate 
to present the credentials of Hon. Josern Lane, | 
one of the Senators elect from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If insist on my right to the 
fioor. I was told the gentleman from California 
had it, and it seems he gives it up to the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BIGLER. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. PUGH. I rise to a question of privilege 
if that will satisfy the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I was before you. Mine 
is a privileged question first; but [ will see what 
the Senator’s privileged question is, and if it is 
one that does not take time, I shall give way. 

Mr. GWIN. It is merely to introduce the 
new Senators from Oregon. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Certainly I have no ob- || 


jection to that, if it does not take time. 
Mr. PUGH. 


the Senator from California yielded to me, or I 


should not have come in conflict with the Senator | 


from Vermont. 


SENATORS FROM OREGON. 


Mr. PUGH presented the credentials of Hon. 
Josern Lane, elected a Senator by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Oregon; which were read. 

Mr. GWIWN presented tife credentials of Hon. 
Devazon Situ, elected a Senator by the Legis- 
lature of Oregon; which were read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs 
leave to state to the Senate, that, by an error, the 
Oregon bill, after having been signed by the Chair, 
was taken to the President of the United States 


| without the signature of the Chair having been | 
| announced here. 


It was a mistake; it will be en- 
tered properly on the Journal, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears no objection. 

The affirmation prescribed by law having been 
administered to Messrs. Lane and Smira, they 


| took their seats in the Senate. 
Statement showing the amount paid from the United States || 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which were considered by unanimous con- 


| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain the classes 
in which the Senators from the State of Oregon shall be in- 
serted, in conformity with the resolution of the 14th of 
May 1789, and as the Constitution requires. 

Resolved, That the Secretary put into the ballot box, two 
papers of equal size, one of which shall be numbered one, 
and the other shall be numbered two, and each Senator 


shall draw out one paper; that the Senator who shall draw | 


the paper numbered one, shall be inserted in the class of 
Senators whose term of service will expire the 3d day of 


| March, 1859, and the Senator who shall draw the paper 


numbered two, shall be inserted in the class of Senators 


whose term of service will expire on the 3d day of March, | 
}| 1861. 


The papers being put by the Secretary into the 


| ballot box, the Hon. Joserpu Lane drew the pa- 


| per numbered ‘* two,’’ and is accordingly in the 


. : . | 
class of Senators whose term of service will ex- | 


| pire on the 3d day of March, 1861. The Hon. De- 


LAZON SmitH drew the paper numbered * one,”’ 


| and is accordingly in the class of Senators whose 


9,164,935 10 || 


term of service will expire the 3d.of March, 1859. 
INDIANA ELECTION QUESTION. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will re- 
cognize the Senator as soon as order is restored, 

Mr. COLLAMER rose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [rise for the purpose of call- 


ing up the bill making appropriations for light- | 


houses; but I do not wish to interpose that motion 
in the way of the Senator from Vermont, if he 
desires to call up the Indiana election case. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I believe it was under- 


stood by all, at the expiration of the morning || 


hour to-day, that at the close of the speech of the 
Senator from Virginia, the Indiana case should 


be taken up. I feel it proper, in the discharge of 


my duty, to insist on it. I move that that now 


| be taken up. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. ‘The chairman of the Judici- 
ary Committee is not in his place. 

Mr. BRIGHT. He will be here in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SLIDELL. But I understood another 
member of the Judiciary Committee to suggest 
that, by common consent, this matter be taken up 
to-morrow and disposed of. 

Mr. BROWN and others, 


Let us dispose of 
it to-day. 


I ought to say, in excuse, that | 


1019 





ridiculous to attempt to guide him by the feeble | the chair.) The Chair recognizes the Senator | I 
It is || from California. 


Mr. COLLAMER. There must be something 
very strange and extraordinary in relation to this 
matter, that members of the Senate are not willing 
to pass upon the question of whether these men 
shall be heard. They are asked just to pass on 
the question, whether they shall be heard? I ask 
no more now. If gentlemen do not wish to hear 
them now, name a day; but let these men be 
informed whether they are to be heard, or not. 
I think it is no more than common courtesy to 
ask the Senate to decide that question. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky 
does not care to proceed immediately, I will not 
press the Cuba matter now. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish, so far as I am 
concerned, to dispose of the subject on which I 
have the floor at as early a time as possible. I 
would rather go on at once. 

| Mr. SLIDELL. I think, then, that, according 
| to the usual courtesies of the Senate, this matter 
| should be postponed. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee has already announced that he 
will never again move this question. He con- 
siders himself as having had it taken out of his 
hands. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will explain to the honora- 
ble Senator. Whatl meant to say,and did say, 
was, that the committee having asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 
ject, and their report, giving the reasons why they 
thought the prayer of the memorial ought not to 
be granted, I considered the action of the Senate 
in laying it upon the table as precisely the same 
in effect as discharging the committee. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have stated what the 
gentleman said precisely as he has now announced 
it, except that I did not give all his reasons. He 
considered that such a course had been taken as 
substantially discharged him. Of course, then, it 
| devolves on me to call up the question, and the 
gentlemen who apply here wish to have it de- 
cided. I call it up; and if Senators think itought 
to give way to some other business on the ground 

|| of courtesy, let them say so. I desire to have a 
|| vote on it; | want the yeas and nays on taking 
|| it up. 
|| The VICE PRESIDENT. The subject has 
|| already been taken up; and the question before 
|| the Senate is on the amendment of the Senator 
|| from Ohio, [Mr. Puen,] which is: 
| That the resolution of the Senate, adopted June 12, 
|| 1858, affirming the right of Graham N. Fitch and Jesse 
|| D. Bright, as Senators elect from the State of Indiana, the 
|| former until the 4th day of March, 1861, and the latter until 
the 4th day of March, 1863, was a final decision in all the 
| premises then in controversy, and conclusive, as well upon 
| the Legislature of Indiana, and all persons claiming under 


| its authority, as upon the Senators named in the resolu- 
tion.”? 


| 
| 


|| Mr. SEWARD. 





-I understand that that is an 
amendmentto the amendment which was submit- 
|| ted by myself. .It is proposed to amend it by 
| striking out my amendment and inserting in its 
place the proposition contained in this. The 
effect, therefore, will be to deny virtually the 
em contained in my amendment, and 
to disallow to the claimants the privilege of ap- 
peers at the bar and arguing this question. [ 
1ope this amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
| will be rejected, and I ask for the yeas and nays 
| upon it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [I thought there was a 
preliminary question, upon the right of these gen- 
tlemen to appear and argue the very point sub- 

|| mitted to us by this amendment. 

| Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator from Qhio 

| proposes to supersede that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 

|| state to the Senator from Kentucky that that was 
an amendment offered by the Senator from New 

| York. The question now is on striking that out, 

|, and substituting the amendment offered by the 

|| Senator from Ohio. 

|| Mr.CRITPENDEN. That, then, is precluding 
the Senate altogether from having the question on 

|| the other proposition. They are distinct. 

| Mr.SEWARD. Let my amendment be read, 
and then the Senate will see what is proposed. 

(| The VICE PRESIDENT directed the various 
propositions to be read, and a debate ensued which 

| continued until a late hour, resulting in the adop- 
tion of the proposition submitted by Mr. Puen. 
[This debate will be found in the Appendix.] 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATVES. 
Mownpay, February 14, 1859. 
The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. Prayer 
by Rev. D. A. Knienrt. 
“he Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 


Mr. Dicais, their Secretary, notifying the House | 


that the Senate have passed bills of the following 
titles; inawhich he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House: 

A bill (No. 370) for the relief of Guadalupe 


| 


| 


Estudillo de Arguello, widow of Santiago E. Ar- | 


guello; and : 

A biil (No. 410) to eonfirm certain land claims 
in the Florida parishes of Louisiana to the city 
of New Orleans and others. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, the following bills of this House: 

An act (No. 277) for the relief of Mary Boyle; 

An act (No. 246) for the relief of Monroe D. 
Downs; , 

Anact (No. 481) for the relief of Dinah Minis; 

An act (No. 575) for the relief of Robert A. 
Davidge; and 

An act (No. 577) for the relief of Rebecca M. 
Bowden, of Prince George county, Virginia. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following | 
bills of the House, with amendments, in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the | 
House: 

Anact(No. 458) for the relief of Evelina Porter, | 
widow of the late Commodore David Porter, of 
the United States Navy: and 

An act (No. 522) for the relief of Wright Fore. | 


ENROLLED BILE. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, it gives me 
She pleasure to report as correctly enrolled the 
) 


ill for the admission of the State of Oregon into || 


the Union, and to present it for your signature. 
The Speaker thereupon signed the same. 


POST ROUTE BILL. | 


Mr. ENGLISH. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House, to report from the Committee.on 
the Post Office and Post Roads a bill establishing 
certain post routes, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There isa new 
principle involved, as I understand, in this Gill, 
and which perhaps the House will not be willing 
to assentto. Let the last section of the bill be 
read. If the billis to come in by unanimous con- | 
sent, the House ought to know what it is about. | 

The second section of the bill was read, as fol- | 
lows: 


He it further enacted, That the Postmaster General be, | 
and he hereby is, authorized, in bis discretion, to contract 
for the carrying of the mail, according to existing laws, on 
all public roads whieb have been or shall be constructed | 
in the United States, and in all cases when, in his opinion, 
the public idterests and convenience require it; and that for 
the time during which mails shall be carried on such public 
roads, or any part thereof, the same shall be, and they here- 
by are, declared post roads of the United States. 


No objection being made, the bill was read a 
second time: 
Mr. ENGLISH. I willexplain the provisions 
of the bill to the House. ‘The title indicates clearly 
what the bill contams. Itis a bill to establish cer- | 
tain post roads; and | may say that thereis nothing 
in the bill except what pertains legitimately to | 
the subject. The second section, however, is gen- | 
eral in its character, and is somewhat important; 
and | therefore desire to call the attention of the 
House to it, so that gentlemen may vote advisedly. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of [linois. Will not the 
gentleman permit this bill to be printed, so that 
we all can have an opportunity to examine it? 
Gentlemen know that mistakes in spelling the 
names of localities are often made in the printing 
of the bill; and members should have an opportu- 
nity of correcting such mistakes. * : 

Mr. ENGLISH. At this late period of the ses- | 
sion, I think there is no necessity of having the 
bill printed. There is nothing in it novel or new, 
except the second section, which simply author- 
izes the Postmaster General, in his discretion, 
to contract for carrying the mails over public | 
highways according to the existing laws, and in | 
all cases when, in his opinion, the public interest | 


and convenience require it; and provides that, for || 


regard to post roads in his district. 
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on such public roads, or any part thereof, the '| Office Department, and would, no doubt, operate 


'same shall be declared post roads of tif United 


States. 

It may be the impression on the part of some 
members of the House that this provision is novel 
in its character, and of doubtful propriety; but 
I think a moment’s reflection will satisfy gentle- 
men that itis notso. Atthe second session of 
the Thirty-Second Congress, there was a clause 
inserted inthe post route bill declaring all railroads 
and parts of railroads, then, or thereafter to be, in 


operation, to be post roads, and authorizing the | 


Postmaster General to contract for carrying the 
mails thereon according to existing laws. Again, 
in 1852, a similar provision was adopted in regard 
to plank roads. Gentlemen will perceive that the 
second section of this bill is a precise copy of the 
clause in the bill of 1852, except that the one ap- 
plies to plank roads, and the other to public high- 
ways in general. This is not only the law at 
present in relation to plank roads and railroads, 
but is the law in relation to canals, and all waters 
on which steamboats ply regularly. The object 
now is to extend the same principle to the ordi- 
nary public highways of the country. I submit 
that thischange in the system can work no injury 
to the public interest; but will be, on the contrary, 
beneficial. Gentlemen know very well that, fre- 
quently, when applications are made to the Post 
Office Department to )ut service on some public 
road, where an actual necessity exists for it, it 
cannot be done for the reason that, under exist- 
ing laws, the road in quesuon must first be de- 
clared to be a post road by act of Congress. No 


|| matter how urgent the necessity may be, parties 


are subjected to the trouble and delay of waiting 
to procure the action of Congress; and then, when 
established, it must be advertised, causing a delay 
of twelve months, or perhaps more, before the 
service is established. 

And besides, gentlemen are well aware that 
these applications to Congress for the establish- 
ment of post roads are mere matters of form, 
rather than of substance, because it has been the 
general practice—I might say the invariable prac- 
tice—to defer to the judgment of each member in 
I am very 
sure that neither the House nor its Post Office 
Committee can judge as well ii regard to the pro- 


| priety of establishing post routesas they can judge 


at the Post Office Department. That Department 
has a knowledge of all the facts having a bearing 
upon the case, and can act intelligently. Weare 


|, acting comparatively in the dark, and the result 


is, that our statutes are annually swelled by a large 
post route bill, many of the routes conflicting 
with existing routes; or else, perhaps, made en- 
tirely unnecessary by other mail arrangements, of 
which the member recommending the route had 
no knowledge. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. It will be rec- 
ollected that last year, in consequence of the haste 
in which this general post route bill passed the 
House, a serious mistake occurred, which had to 
be corrected in a subsequent bill, passed at the 


same session. I trust that, in view of the import- || 
ance of the subject and the length of the bill, the |! 


gentleman from Indiana will consent to have it 


| printed and placed on the desks of members. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I am glad that the gentleman 
has alluded to what he calls a mistake in the post 
route bill of last session. So far as that bill, as 
reported from the Post Office Committee of the 
House, is concerned, there was no mistake at all 
in it, and nothing improper. It is true that when 
the bill went to the Senate, there was an amend- 
ment put to it, and afterwards concurred in here, 
which some gentlemen construed to be for the 
establishment of certain ocean mail service. [ did 
not so regard it at the time, nor do | yet. There 
was some outcry made about it, which in reality 
amounted to nothing. I regarded the Senate’s 
amendment as unimportant, and under the cir- 
cumstances, voted to repeal it; but it was not re- 

aled, and as far as I know, the provision added 

y the Senate has resulted in no injury in any 
quarter. The repealing bill to which the gentle- 
man refers, did not, as he seems to suppose, pass 
the Senate. 

Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that the proposed change 
would greatly lessen the labor of the Post Office 
Committee, and probably enable that committee 
to dispense with the services of a clerk. It would 


the me during which such maiis may be carried | facilitate the transacuon of business in the Post 


|| gard to this bill. 


beneficially upon the postal service in general, 
That is the opinion—the unanimous opinion, | 
believe—of the Post Office Committee, after due 
| deliberation, and it is also the opinion of the Post. 
master General. The same principle, precisel 
1 is now applied to service upon the ocean, upon 
all navigable waters, upon canals, railroads, and 
oo roads. Why not extend it to al! public 
ighways? We should at least be consistent, and 
extend the principle to public roads in general, or 
repeal the law applying it in the cases to which | 
have referred. I have no feeling about it, how- 
| ever, further than a general desire to see the postal 
_ Service put upon the best basis, and am notatal] 
tenacious. about retaining the section. I appre- 
hend my constituents have as little interest in this 
bill as the constituents of any other gentleman 
upon this floor. My principal object is to get the 
matter fairly before the House for its judgment, 
and | am willing that a motion’ should be made to 
strike out the second section of the bill, so that 
the sense of the House may be tested upon that 
question, and I will yield the floor to any gen- 
tleman to make that motion. I now ask that a 
letter from the Postmaster General having a bear- 
ing upon this subject, be read; and I send it to 
the Clerk’s desk for that purpose. 
| The Clerk read the letter; which is as follows: 
Post OrFice DePpaRTMENT, February 2, 1859. 
| Sir: In answer to your inquiry, under to-day’s date, as 
to the practice of this Department *‘ upon the subject ot 
placing mail service on roads declared to be post roads by 
act of Cemgréss,”? I have the honor to state that ail such 
routes are regularly advertised, but not all necessarily put 


under contract for mail service, the exceptions being as fol- 
lows: 
When considering the proposals for service, if it appears 


that a new post road is already covered by an existing one, 
it is not put in operation. 

If covered in part by existing service, the portion which 
is without mails is provided for. 

Routes upon which there are no post offices are not at 
once placed under coutract; but so soon as the citizens 
| interested apply for offices, they are established, and mails 
supplied. 

Sometimes routes are put in operation, of which the De- 
partunent has no knowledge, apart from the act of Gongress, 
and which afterwards are found to be entirely useless. On 
such the service is discontinued so soon as the facts con- 
cerning them become known. 

The bill proposed by you, authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral, in his discretion,to contract for conveying mails upon 

all public roads which have been or shall be constructed, 

seems well calculated to promote the public interests ; and. 
if approved by Congress, will save labor to this Department. 

There is now, as you are aware, a similar law in reference 

to railroads, plank roads, canals, and all waters on which 

steamboats regularly ply; and there is no good reason why 
the same rule may not apply to all publie roads. 

The draft of a bill, submitted by you, is herewith returned, 

| as requested. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

AARON V. BROWN, 
Postmaster General. 
Hon. Wittiam H. Eneuisu, Chairman Committee on the 

Post Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 
| Mr. GARNETT. I should like to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Indiana, in re- 
The experience of every mem- 
| ber upon this floor will bear me out in saying 
that the insertion of pest routes in this general 
post route bill is, as the gentleman has stated, a 
| mere matter of form. For my own part, what- 

ever roads I have desired to have constituted post 
routes in my district, have always been inserted 
in the bill merely because I asked it. So far, then, 
this bill is only a saving of labor to the commit- 
tee. But the Postmaster General at present has 
the power to establish whatever post offices he 
pleases; and this proposes to give him power to 
establish whatever post routes he pleases. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Provided they be over pub- 
lhe highways. 

Mr.GARNETT. Now, the only restrictions 
are that the post route shall be a public highway, 
and the amount of the appropriation. The former 

| point may be somewhat difficult to determine in 
some cases, especially in the Territories, and in 
respect to the overland routes from the Atlantic 
| to the Pacific coast. And the amount of the ap- 
propriation is no limit to the expenditure; for we 
are always called upon to meet the excess witha 
deficiency bill. Therefore, in order to retain for 
Congress some practical control over the expend- 
itures of the Post Office Department, I suggest 


| 
| 
} 
} 
| 


_ that the power of making contracts should be re- 


stricted to the amount of the regular annual ap- 
| propriations. Without a restriction of that sort, 
you throw the whole power of the Government, 


‘| so far as the Post Office Department is concerned, 
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into the hands of the Executive. I desire that 
the bill shall be soamended as to provide that the 
Postmaster General shall make no contract, for 
any one year, exceeding the amount of the appro- 
nriation made for that year. 
‘Mr. ENGLISH. I do not think an amend- 
ment of that kind is necessary. Iam willing to 
yield the floor to any gentleman who desires to 
move to strike out the second section of the bill; 
and if no amendment is offered, 1 shall call the 
previous question. ; a 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to offer the following 
amendment, to come in under the head of **Geor- 
gia:”” F 

From Doctortown to Ashley’s store. 


Mr. BARKSDALE here made an inquiry of the 

entieman from Indiana, (Mr. Enevisn,] which 

was entirely inaudible to the reporters, in conse- 
quence of the confusion prevailing in the Hall. 

Mr. ENGLISH. In answer to the gtntleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Barkspate,] I will say 
that the second section of the biH provides that 
all public highways, without exception, shall be 
considered post routes during the time that said 
service is performed thereon, and that the Post- 
master General may, at his discretion, put service 
upon them, subject to the limitations of the ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I desire to offer this amend- 
ment, to come in under the head for ** North Car- 
olina:”’ 

From Carthage, in Moore county, to Troy, in Montgom- 
ery county. 

The SPEAKER. If it be the pleasure of the 
House, the amendments will be received. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
offer some amendments. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will allow the bill to be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and printed, so that we may all have a 
chance. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Gentlemen can have all their 
amendments put in in the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They will have to come 
back here. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Ifthe second section of the 
bill is agreed to, the amendments, will be unne- 
cessary. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I offer the follow- 


ing amendment: 








From Fort Des Moines, in Towa, via Trenton; Chilli- 
cothe, and Carrolton, to Little Rock, in Arkansas. 

Mr.. UNDERWOOD. I offer the following 
amendment, under the head of ** Kentucky:” 


From Woodsonville, via Lick Log, to the Mammoth cave. 


Mr. KILGORE. I move to strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the gentle- 
mana question. I notice that the letter of the 
Postmaster General says that the adoption of the 
second section would save the Department much 
trouble. In what will the Department be saved 
trouble ? 

Mr. ENGLISH. It will save labor in this 
regard: application is made to establish service, 
and if the road over which it is proposed to es- 
tablish the service be not a post road by act of | 
Congress, then it becomes necessary to refer the 
matter to Congress. When Congress legislates, 
then proposals have to be advertised for, in order 
to make a contract. That certainly incurs ex- 
pense, delay, and trouble. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think, sir, that the labor 
would be precisely the same, whether applications 
have to come here or go there first. If this gen- 
eral law be passed, they will have to examine the 
several applications, and determine whether they 
are necessary and proper. If there be no gen- 
eral law, and the applications are reférred here 
for acts of Congress, then, when those acts are 
passed, the previous examination by the Depart- 
ment will answer every purpose, and they can 
refuse or establish the service as may be proper 
I should like the attention of the House, and es- 
pecially that of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. My experience 
of this sort of legislation amounts to this: that, 
whenever you can keep a responsibility in Con- 
gress, and pressure away from any Department, 
itis the better course to do so. herever you 
open the door to unlimited applications, upon 








| 


THE 
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| any of the Departments for favors, either for | 


| I ask the attention of gentlemen to it. There isa 
| law upon your statute-book which says, that the | 


| service will justify; that the pay shall be accord- 
|| ing to the amourt of mail matter passing over the | 


| from it. 
|the moral courage, the fortitude, the nerve, to 
| come up to its execution, according to its spirit 


| back upon it when application is made for higher 
| rates of service. He wants outside pressure kept | 


this second section shall become a law? 


| Congress to refuse to grant an application for the || 


| upon the Postmaster General. I did not regard 
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clerkships, mail routes, or anything else 

Mr.SEWARD. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir; but it 1s a strange | 
place, in the middle of a sentence, to interrupt 
me. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know whether this 
provision does not conflict with the power con- 


ferred upon Congress by the Constitution to es- 
tablish post roads? 


Mr. HOUSTON. AsI understand the section, it 
establishes every public road of the United States 


| a post route; every road now and hereafter made a 


public road. Whenever the Postmaster General 
chooses to exercise the discretion granted in that 


| Section, then by his act, the roads he may indicate 
are made post routes according to law. 


Mr.SEWARD. Thatisthe question. Is not 


| that an evasion of the right conferred upon the 


Congress of the United States to establish post 
roads? Is not that power transferred practically | 


| to the Post Office Department? 


Mr. HOUSTON. Itis better, I have contended, || 
that Congress should keep this responsibility 
where it now is, than to confer it upon the Post | 
Office Department. We have a case in point, and 


Postmaster General shall put service upon a route | 
according to the mail necessities of the country | 
supplied by it; that is, that he shall advertise to 
receive no bids for a higher rate of pay than the 


route, and without regard at all to the transport- || 
ation of passengers. Notwithstanding that is the 
law—the law as plain as the English language can | 
make it, yetthe Post Office Department has receded 
The heads of that Department have not 


and purpose. And now, sir, the head of that De- 


to reénact that law; a law already upon the statute- | 
book. He wants it reénacted that he may fall | 


away from the Department by the action of Con- 
gress; but may there not be outside pressure, if 


Mr. ENGLISH. Did the gentleman, in the 
course of his long experience here, ever know 





establishment of a post route ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know that I ever | 
did; but then that does not meet the objection. | 
lf there were no restriction in the law now; if | 


| every community had the right to come up and || 


ask the Post Office Department to put service upon | 
its roads of travel, there would be more than a | 
tenfold increase of the present applications; and 


| the Post Office Department would be required to || 


take the responsibility and muster up more cour- || 
age than the heads of Departments seem usually 
to have, to meet all these applications for ser- | 
vice, | 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. In inserting that | 
clause in the bill, we were governed by the knowl- || 
edge that every application made by any’member || 
for the establishment of a post route has hereto- | 
fore been allowed; and that the report of the Com- | 


| mittee onthe Post Office and Post Roads, at each | 


session, was the same, conferring this power | 


it as important one way or the other, and conse- 
quently consented to that clause of the bill. I do 
not see that it can make any material difference; 
because, if members desire any routes established, || 
by application to the Committee on the Post Of- | 
fice and Post Roads, they can be accommodated. 
They may go and establish every road in the 
country into post routes. It was thought by the 
committee that it would be a mere matter of con- 


| venience to adopt the mode indicated in the sec- 


ond section. If gentlemen deem that there is 
anything expensive in it, let it be suggested, and | 
I presume that the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Refds will make no objection to its || 
being stricken out. They would, on the contrary, 
prefer the striking out of the section, to seeing it || 
enact the extension, to any Department, of an un- | 
due and unnecessary discretion. But the section, || 
though approved by the committee, 1 deem so 
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| more to say. 
| Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] if it be good for any- 


| Department. 


| to my colleague [Mr. 


1021 
unimportant as not to justify this consumption of 
time in protracted debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I receive the gentleman’s 
compliment that I have a great horror of wasteful 
extravagance in the expenditures of the public 
money; and I only regret that I cannot return it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I challenge that 
gentleman to make a comparison with me by the 
record, of who is most extravagant, both of time 
and money, since I have been upon this floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman has been 
as economical as I have, therefore he ought to 
have said that he and I were both opposed to 
wasteful expenditures, and unnecessary con- 
sumption of the public time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. No, sir. I do 
not consume so much time as the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. My colleague yielded the 
floor to me, to strike out the second section; and 
before I had time to say a word, the gentleman 
from Alabama took the floor. My extreme mod- 
esty allowed him to go on without interruption. 
I have not yielded the floor® 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have only a word more 
to say, and then I will yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the 


| Chair to understand what is doing in the House, 


the disorder is so great. The Chair did not un- 

derstand that the gentleman from Indiana desired 

to hold the floor. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I have but a word or two 


The argument of my friend from 


thing, is good to establish the fact that the law, 
as it is, is good enough. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I have no ob- 
jection to the law as it is. ° 

Mr. HOUSTON. If thegentleman’s argument 
is good for anything, it establishes the fact that 
the present law answers all the ends of the coun- 
try; and if so; why should we change it? Changes 


|| of the law are always objectionable, except there 


| 1s a good to be attained. 
| partment, the Postmaster General, asks Congress || 


Let me ask attention to one other thing. Sup- 


| pose this law had had existence, and that under 


it the Post Office Department had established the 


| overland mail route, without any action of Con- 


gress: would there not have been a general de- 
nunciation of it all over the country? If parties 
see fit, they may make combinations all over the 
country, and may bring influences to bear on the 
The heads of Departments ought 
to be kept free from such influence, and should 
have the shield and protection of the law. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following amend ment: 
From New Port, in Giles county, via Salt Pond, to Salt 
Sulphur Springs, in Monroe county. 
From Kesler’s Lanes to Persinger’s Run, in Nicholas 
county. . 
Mr.-HALL, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following amendment: 
From Bucyrus to Olentangy, in Crawford county, | 
From Olentangy to Latimberville, in Marion county. 
Mr. TRIPPE, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following amendment: 
From Macon to Moseley’s store, in Bibb county. 
From Thomaston, via Flint River Factory, to Butler. 
From Culloden to Barnesville. 
Mr. GARTRELL, by unanimous congent, of- 
fered the following amendment: 
From Atlanta, via Powder Springs, Villa Rica, and Buch- 
anan, to Jacksonville, Alabama. 
Mr. ENGLISH. pee yielding the floor 
1LGore} for five minutes; 
and to save time, I will say that, if gentlemen 
having amendments to offer will hand them to me, 


I will, at the close of my olleague’s remarks, 


offer all as one amendment. 

Mr. DEAN. lobject to everything that is not 
strictly in order. I object to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Enettsu] allowing members, under 
cover of a speech of his colleague, to present dif- 
ferent arhendments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman to move to refér the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 


| have it printed. 


Mr. ENGLISH. We have had enough of this, 

I think, Mr. Speaker; and I move the previous 

re now give notice that I will yield the 
oor to no one. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I suggest to the gentle- 


| man from Indiana to modify the second section of 
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the bill, so as to make it optional with the Post- 
master General to put service on roads hereafter 
to be established. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I understand that my tol- 
league has entered a motion to strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill. The question is therefore 
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Mr. GARNETT. Is it now in order to move 
| to strike out the clause which establishes a mail 
| route from St. Paul, Minnesota, to Puget Sound ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as the pre- 
, vious question is operating. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I call for 


———} 


fairly before the House,and the House may strike || the reading of the bill. 
y y 


out the section if such be its pleasure. I care 
nothing about it. 

The question being on seconding the previous 
question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 
tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crate, of | 


Missouri, and Kexsey, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 79, noes 44. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The various amendments establishing post 
routes were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
hear that bill read. do not know what is In it. 
I would ask the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads if it establishes 
any route to the Pacific Ocean ? 

Mr. ENGLISH. There is nothing in the bill 
establishing service on any post route; but there | 
18 & provision in the bill establishing a post route | 
from St. Paul to Seattle, on the Pacific. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Exactly; and we 
have got one now that will prove a curse to the | 
country, costing it $600,000 a year for six years— | 
$3,600,900. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table; and on that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ENGLISH. If the impression prevails 
that there is any thing in this bill requiring ser- 
vice to be put upon any route, it is a mistake. 
There is nothing of the sort in the bill. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Jones, of Tennessee; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 80, nays 98; as follows: 

VEAS —Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bonham, Branch, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burnett, Caskie, Chapman, Clawson, 


Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Comins, Burton 1 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of || 


Massachusetts, Dean, Dewart, Dowdell, Farnsworth, | 
Faulkner, Fenton, Garnett, Gartrell, Gooch, Goode, Grow, 
Harlan, Haskin, Hopkins, Houston, Jackson, George W. | 
Jones, Kellogg, Kilgore, Leiter, Letcher, Lovejoy, Me- 
Queen, Matteson, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Edward Joy 
Morris, Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, William W. 
Phelps, Pike, Potter, Reilly, Robbins, Royce, Scales, Henry 
M. Shaw, Samuet A. Smith, William Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
venson, Talbot, Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Under- 
wood, Valiandigham, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, White, Whiteley, wil. 
son, Winsiow, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—8v. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Alil, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, 
Bowie. Boyce, Burlingame, Burns, Caruthers, Casé, Cav 
anaugh, Chaffee, John B. Clark, Clay, Cockerill, Colfax, 
Corning, Cox, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davis of Mary 
land, Davis of Indiana, Edie, Edmundson, English, Flor 
ence, Foley, Gilman, Gilmer, Goodwin, Granger, Green 
wood, Gregg, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harris, 
Hatch, Hoard, Hodges, Horton, Howard, Huyler, Jenkins, 
Jewett, Owen Jones, Keim, Knapp, Join C. Kunkel, 
Landy, Leach, Leidy, Maclay, McRae, Samuel 8. Mar- 
shall, Mason, Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, Free 
man H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Nichols, Parker, Pen 





dieton, Peyton, Pottle, Powell, Reagan, Ricaud, Roberts, | | 


Ruffin, Sandidge, Scott, Searing, Seward, Aaron Shaw, 
Shorter, Singleton, Robert Smith, Spinner, James A. Stew 
art, William Stewart, Miles Taylor, Thayer, Trippe, Vance, 
Waldron, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wood, and Augustus 
R. Wright—98. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
During the call of the roll, 


Mr. FOLEY stated that Mr. Davipson was || 
absent from the House on very important busi- || sh 
|| amendment, requiring the Postmaster General to 


ness, having gone to the President with the Ore- | 
gon bill. | 
Th». result having been announced as above, | 


Mr. KELLOGG asked unanimous consent to 
offer the following amendment: . 


in Rock Island county, Llinois. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The previous 
question is operating, and I object to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. LEACH. I desire to have a clerical error 
in the bill corrected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. Kireore’s motion to strike out the second 
section of the bill was agreed to. 


From Viola, in Mercer county, Iilinois, to Rock Isiand, 


| Mr. TRIPPE. Would it not be in order to 
question was ordered ? 


been partially executed by voting upon the 
amendments. 
Mr. CURRY. I desire to inquire whether, 
order to move to reconsider that vote, so as to take 
the bill from under the operation of the previous 
question and allow amendments? 
The SPEAKER. It will not. 


majority control. Let us have a vote on the motion 
to strike out. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE., I object. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to submit 
a question to the Chair. When this bill is ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, will it not 





then be in order to move a reconsideration? If || 


that motion to reconsider be agreed to, will not 


the bill then be relieved from the previous ques- |, 


tion, and open to amendment ? 


Mr. ENGLISH. What is the question before | 


the House? 


Mr. SPEAKER., Shall the bill be engrossed | 


and read a third time? 


be read. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I hope the bill will be read 
for the pacification of the gentleman “from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will vote for no 
bill here that is neither read nor printed; that I 
have not read nor anybody else. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I never knew a post route 

| bill to be printed. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will it be in order to move 
to postpone the reading of this bill until to-night, 
at seven o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. BRANCH. Is it in order to move to sus- 
pend the rales for that purpose ? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The House is act- 
ing under the previous question. 

The Clerk finished the reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- | 


sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 

engrossed and read a third time, in order that we 
/ may strike out thatpart of the bill which proposes 
to establish a mail route from St. Paul, in Minne- 
sota, to Puget Sound. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I want to 
have that partof the bill read. 1 want the House 
to understand upon what they are voting. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I demand the yeas 


and nays on the motion of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee. 
Mr.WASHBURNE, of Illinois. They have a 
route South, and we ought to have a route North. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I did not vote for 
that route: and will now vote to abolish it. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. Before the ques- 
tion is taken, | wish to move an amendment to the 


| put service upon the route. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You cannot amend 

| the motion to strike out. 

| Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I wish to move 

a substitute, 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the motion 

| fails, you can then move to insert, if the previous 

| question is not operating. You cannot move this 

/amendment. = 

| Mr.PHELPS, of Minnesota. Before the ques- 

| tion is taken on the motion to strike out, we can 
perfect the bill. The gentleman may know the 
parliamentary law, but I think that is the com- 
mon-sense construction of the rule. Before the 


move to reconsider the vote by which the main | 


The SPEAKER. It is not, as the order has || 


when the bill has been read, it will not then be in || 


Mr. HOUSTON. I presume that the House | 
| will consent to let us have a vote on the proposi- | 
tion striking out that overland route. Just let the | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the bill | 
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|| Chair makes its decision, I would refer toa See, 
| ilar provision to that of mine, which was intro. 
| 
| 


| duced even into an appropriation bill by Colone| 
| Benton, granting preémption rights to mail coy. 
_ tractors; and to an identical one passed at the 
| preceding Congress. 

Mr.W ASHBURNE, of Illinois. Let the words 
| proposed to be stricken out first be read. 

: The Clerk read the words of the bill, as fo}. 
|| LOWS: 


| From St. Paul to Seattle, on Puget Sound, in the Ter. 
|| ritory of Washington.”’ 





Mr. Puecps’s amendment is in these words: 


And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be authorized aud directed to contract for the conveyance 
of the letter mail from St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota 
and Superior, in the State of Missouri, via Fort Abercrom. 
bie, Fort Benton, and Fort Union, to Seattle, in the Terri. 
| tory of Washington, with a branch t& Portland, in the ‘Ter. 
| ritory of Oregon, for a term of six years, at a rate of com- 

pensation per mile not to exceed the amount per mile for 

similar grade of service now paid on the overland mail route 
|| from Memphis and St. Louis to San Francisco, in the State 
of California ; said strvice to be performed weekly or semi- 
|| weekly, at the option of the Postmaster General. 
|| And be it further enacted, That the contract for such ser- 
| vice shall be advertised, in the same manner as now pro- 
|| vided by law, and shall require the service to be performed 
|| with coaches or spring wagons, or in such other manner as 
|| the Postmaster General may deem best and suitable, for the 
|| conveyance of passengers, as well as the safety and secu- 
|| rity of the mail. 
“ind be it further enacted, That the contractor shail have 
|| the right of preémption to three hundred and twenty acres 
of any land not then disposed of or reserved, at each post 
necessary for a station, not to be nearer than ten miles to 
| each other, and provided that no mineral lands shall be 
thus preémpted. 

And be it further enacted, That the said service shall be 
|, performed within twenty-five days for each trip; and that 
|| before entering into such contract, the Postmaster General 
|| shall be satisfied of the ability and disposition of the parties, 
|| bona fide, and in good faith, to perform said contract, and 
|| shall require good and sufficient security forthe perform- 
|, ance of the same; the service to commence within twelve 
| months after the signing of the contract. 


Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order. 
That amendment not only proposes to contract 
for carrying the mails, but also proposes to do- 
nate public landsto the mail contractors. It strikes 
| me that that is not in order to a bill to establish 
post routes. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I will state for 
the information of thé gentleman from Virginia, 
and of the House, that this amendment is in the 
precise language, or nearly so, of an amendment 
adopted to an appropriation bill, by which tho 
| overland mail from Memphis and St. Louis to 
| California is now carried. 

Mr. LETCHER. That amendment may have 
| been put in by the Senate. 

| Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. The provision 
| to which the gentleman objects, only gives a pre- 
_emptive right tothe mail contractors. It does not 
| donate the land asthe gentleman supposes. The 
contractors are compelled, as other persons, to 
pay for the land, at the minimum Government 
price of $1 25 an acre. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects very 
_ well the case to which the gentleman from Minne- 
|| sota refers. The present occupant of the chair 
|| was then the occupant of the chair in the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| When the amendment was proposed by the then 
‘| gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Benton,) the 
|| present occupant of the chair ruled the amend- 
‘| ment out of order. An appeal was taken from 
\| the decision of the Chair, and the decision of the 
'| Chair was overruled. If this were an original 








| roposition, the Chair would certainly rule out the 
|| latter part of the amendment. Following the pre- 
|| cedent, the Chair rules the amendment to be in 
|| order. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand the 
|| Chair to make this decision, because the overland 
|| route, now in operation, was decided in order: 
The SPEAKER. On an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My recollection 
is, that the amendment authorizing the overland 
mail route, was put on in the Senate to a general 
lap ropriation bill, and not to the post route bill. 
Mir. PHELPS, of Missouri. The instance to 
which the Chair refers was an amendment pro- 
posed by my then colleague from St. Louis, giving 
| each contractor for carrying the mails in the Ter- 
ritories a preémption right. The gentleman now 
Speaker of the House was then in the chair, and 
ruled the amendment out of order. The overland 
mail route was an amendment made by the Sen- 
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ate to the Post Office appropriation bill. The 
Speaker has confounded the two propositions. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The propo- 
sition that was then decided to be in order was 
substantially the same as that now before the 


9. 





lo se. 
“a PHELPS, of Missouri. Precisely the 
same. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that the 
decision of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union is no authority in the House. 
We have no record of that decision. Your clerks 
keep no record of whatis done in committee, and 


the Journals do not show anything of what was | 


done there on that or any other question. 

The SPEAKER. It is within the recollection 
of the Chair, however. The Chair will follow 
the precedent established by the committee in that 
case, overruling the decision of the Chair. 





Mr. HASKIN. I move to lay the amendment | 


on the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I will inquire of the Chair 
whether that carries the bill with it. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

‘The question was taken ; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. GARTRELL moved the previous ques- | 


tion. © 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered, which was first on the | 
amendment offered by Mr. Pue.ps, of Minnesota. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billipghurst, 
tingham, Bliss, Brayton, Bryan, Buftfinton, Burlingame, 


Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, | 


Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Dimmick, Dodd, Edie, Farnsworth, 


Fenton, Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- | 


ger, Grow, Harlan, Hodges, Horton, Howard, Owen Jones, 
Kellogg, Knapp, Leach, Leidy, Lovejoy, McRae, Mason, 


Matteson, Montgomery, Morgan, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver | 


A. Morse, Mott, Nichols, Palmer, 
Phelps, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Reilly, Robbins, Royce, Aaron 
Shaw, Judson W. Sherman, Robert Smith, William S:ew- 
art, Tappan, ‘Thayer, Thompson, ‘Tompkins, Wade, Wal- 


Parker, William W. | 


bridge, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, White, Wilson, 


and Wood—77. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Abl. Anderson, Atkins, Barks- 


dale, Barr, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Burns, | 


Caskie, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cockerill, Corning, Cox, Cragin, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davis of Maryland, Davis of In- 
diana, Davis of Mississippi, Dean, Dewart, Dowdell, Durtee, 


Edmundson, English, Eustis, Florence, Foley, Garnett, | 


Gartrell, Gilmer. Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence VW. 
Hall, Haskin, Hill, Hopkins, Houston, Huyler, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keim, Keitt, Kilgore, 
Lamar, Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel 8S. Marshall, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Millsou, 
Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Murray, Pendicton, 
Pettit, John S. Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Purviance, Reagan, 


Ricaud, Roberts, Rutlin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Singleton, Spinner, 


Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, Miles ‘l'ay- 


lor. Trippe, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, | 
Winslow, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and Jolin V. | 


Wright—104, . 
So the amendment was rejected. 
During the call, 


Mr. CRAWFORD stated that his colleague, | 
Mr. Stepuens, had retired from the Hall in con- | 


sequence of indisposition. 

Mr. GARTRELL stated that Mr. Lawrence 
was detained in his room by sickness. 

The vote having been announced as above, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, asked 
unanimous consent to offer the following amend- 
ment: 

From or near the head of Lake Superior to the mouth of 
Sauk river, so as to form a junction with the route from 
St. Paul to Puget Sound. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
vote on the other amendments. 

The question being on the motion to amend by 
striking out the following clause of the bill: 

“From St. Paul to Seattle, Puget Sound, in the Terri- 
tory of Washington ;” 

Mr. CAVANAUGH called for the yeas and 
nays. ° 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken; and it was de- 
~~ in the negative—yeas 81, nays 107; as fol- 

ows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Barksdale, Barr, 
Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Caskie, Horace F. 


lobject. Let us 


Clark, John. B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cox, Burton Craige, || 
Crawford, Curry, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, '' 


ee ~ 
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| Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Dowdell, Edmundson, | 


Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Goode, Has- 
kin, Hill, Hopkins, Houston, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keim, Keitt, Kilgore, Lamar, Letcher, 
Maclay, McQueen, McRae, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Millson, Moore, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Peyton, Phillips, Powell, 
Purviance, Reagan, Ricaud, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Sav 
age, Scales, Seward, Heriry M. Shaw, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Talbot, Miles Taylor, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Watkins, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Bennett, | 
Billinghurst, Bingham, Blair, Brayton, Bryan, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burns, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Chapman, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax, Corning, Covode, 
Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dynmick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Eng 
lish, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Greenwood, Gregg, Grow, 
Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan. Hatch, Hodges, 


| Horton, Howard, Huyler, Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, 


Knapp, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, McKibbin, Mason, Matteson, 
Moutgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Freeman H. Morse, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pendleton, Pettit, 
William W. Phelps, Pike, Potter, Pottle. Reilly, Robbins, 
Koberts, Royee, Aaron Shaw, Judson W. Sherman, Robert 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, James A. Stewart, William Stew- 
art, Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Wade, Wailbridge, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Wood, Worten- 
dyke, and Augustus R. Wright—107. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. |] 

Mr. ENGLISH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was disagreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I ask the 
gentleman from Indiana to allow me to offer my 
amendment now. | understand that the commit- 
tee authorized my friend from lowa [Mr. Davis] 
to offer it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. © I have no objection to it 
myself, but it would require unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like to 
move to strike out the provision establishing the 
route from Albuquerque to Fort Smith. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is | 
operating, and no amendment is in order. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ENGLISH demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SCALES demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

‘lellers were not ordered. | 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. || 

The bill was passed—ayes 93, noes 58. 

Mr. ENGLISH moved to reconsider the vote || 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to || 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, by Mr. James Bucnanan Hen- 
ry, his Private Secretary, informing the House 
that he had this day approved and signed 

An act for the relief of Captain Douglass Ot- 
tinger; 

A joint resolution in relation to the tobacco | 
trade of the United States with foreign nations; | 
and 

A joint resolution giving the assent of Congress 
to the acceptance by Captain M. F. Maury and 
Professor A. D. Bache of gold medals from the 
Sardinian Government. 


“ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIICE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled, 

An act for the relief of Mary Boyle; 

An act for the relief of Monroe D. Downs; 

An act for the relief of Dinah Minis; 

An act for the relief of Robert A. Davidge; and 

An act for the relief of Rebecca M. Bowden, || 
of Prince George county, Virginia; 

When the Speaker signed the same. 


MAIL STEAMER APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS, ef Missouri. I am instructed | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to report || 
a bill making appropriations for the transporta- || 
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tion of the United States mails by ocean steamers 
and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1860. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. @ 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to sus- 


pend the rules, so as to enable me to report the 
bill. 

Mr.SEWARD. Leask to have the bill read. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will state for 
the information of the House 

Mr. KEITT. I object to debate. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COLFAX. Is it the intention of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
have the bill referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Most assuredly. 
It makes an appropriation, and cannot be consid- 
ered in the House. 

The question was taken on Mr. Pue.ps’s mo- 
tion; and the rules were suspended, two thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

The bill was then read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 








TREASURY-NOTE BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. In pursuance of 
previous notice, | ask leave to introduce a bill to 
revive and continue in force for two years the act 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the issue of Treas- 
ury notes.’’ [desire to have the bill read for in- 
formation; and if objection be made, I shall move 
to suspend the rules. 

The bill wasread. It provides that the act en- 
titled **An act to authorize the issue of Treasury 
notes,’’ approved 23d December, 1857, be revived 
and continued in force for the space of two years 
from and after the passage of this act; and appro- 
priates $5,000 to defray the expenses thereof. 

Mr. DEAN, Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, 
and several other members, objected. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to sus- 
pend the rules so as to enable me to introduce the 


| bill. 


Mr. HOUSTON, Mr. MORGAN, and others, 
called for the yeas and nays. 

Tht yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I desire to say 
that this bill makes an appropriation, and that 
my motion is merely to suspend the rules so as 
to enable me todntroduce it. It must necessarily 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union. 


Mr. MORGAN, and others. It will not get in. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 87, nays 110; as follows: 


. 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Barr, Bonham, Bowie, Boyee, Branch, Bryan, Byrnett, 
Burns, Caskie, Cavanaugh, John B. Clark, Clay, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cockerill, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Dowdell, Kdmundson, English, Faulkner, Foley, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Goode, Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence W. 
Hall, Hateh, Hodges, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Letcher, Maclay, 
McKibbin, McQueen, MeRae, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, 
Miles, Miller, Millson, Moore, Pendleton, Peyton, John 8. 
Phelps, William W. Phelps, Powell, Reagan, Ruffin, Rus 
seil, Sandidge, Scales, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. 
Shaw, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith,William 


|| Smith, Stephenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, Miles Tay- 


lor, Vallandigham, Ward, Watkins, Whiteley, Winslow, 


| Angustus R. Wright, and Jon V. Wright—8&7. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahi, Andrews, Arnold, 
Bennett, Billinghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Case, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Horace F. 
Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Corn 
ing, Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dean, Dewart, Dick, Dim 
mick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- 
ger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harris, Haskin, Hill, 
Horton, Howard, Huyler, Owen Jones, Kellogg, Kelsey, 
Kilgore, Knapp, Jolin C. Kunkel, Landy, Leach, Leidy, 
Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Maynard, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phillips, 
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Reilly, Ricaud, Robbins, 
Royce, Judson W. Sherman, Sickles, Spinner, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, 
Trippe, Underwood, Vance, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel] Washburn, and Wood—110. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof} the 
rules were not suspended. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ADRAIN (when his name was called) 
said: Before | vote, I would like to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
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if he intends to report a bill for the alteration of || 


the tariff? 

Mr. KEITT. I object to any debate. 

Mr. ADRAIN® I vote **no.”’ e 

Mr. CHAFFEE (when his name was called) 
said: I have paired off upon this question with 
Mr. Sreruens, of Georgia. If he were in his 
place, he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and | should vote 
“mo,’? 


HOUR OF MEETING—EVENING SESSIONS. 
The result having been announced as above 
recorded, , 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, asked the unani- 


mous consent of the House to submit the follow- 
ing order: 


Ordered, That the hour of daily meeting of the House 
shall be ten o’clock, a. m., on and after Thursday next, and 
that the resolution providing for night sessions shall be con- 
tinued in force for one week. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, objected. 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved a suspen- 


sion of the rules toenable him to submit the order. |! 


The House was divided; and there were—ayes 
86, noes 75. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and days were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it the intention 
to continue these night sessions for debate alone, 
or are they to be for business as well? ; 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. They are pro- 
posed to be continued for speeches alone. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 am opposed to 
all this sort of thing. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
visible ? 

The SPEAKER. Not now, but it will be when 
the rules are suspended for the introduction of 
the proposition. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 109, nays 83; as follows: 


Is the question di- 


YEAS—Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, Andrews, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bingham, Bliss, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Buffinton, Burnett, Burns, Bur 
roughs, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, John B. 
Clark, Clawson, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, 
Comins, Corning, Cox, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davis 
of Indiana, Davis of Lowa, Dewart, Dowdell, Durfee, Ed 
mundson, Farnsworth, Faulkner, Foster, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence W. Hall, Harris, Hate), Hill, 
Hodges, Hopkins, Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jew- 
ett, George W. Jones, Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Humphrey 
Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, 
Isaac N. Morris, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pendleton, 
Pettit, Joon 8. Phelps, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Pottle, 
Reagan, Riley, Ricaud, Royee, Seward, Aaron Shaw, Jud- 
son W. Sherman, Sickles, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, 
Spinner, Staiiworth, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, William Stewart, ‘Talbot, Miles Taylor, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vallandigham, Vance, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, 
Ward, Watkins, Augustus R. Wright, aiid John V. Wright 
—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Arnold, Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Blair, Burlingame, Caskie, Chapman, Horace F. 
Clark, Clay, Clark B. Cochrane, Covode, Crawford, David- 





| on of order. 
| not debatable. The question of the gentleman is 


_ will know that better when I have stated it. I pre- 
| sented petitions at the last session, and they were 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


| 
} 


son, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mississippi, Davis of || 


Massachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Edie, Fenton, 
Fiorence, Foley, Gilman, Gooch, Goode, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haskin, Horton, Houston, Huyler, 
Keitt, Kellogg, Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lovejoy, Maclay, McQueen, Matteson, Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Peyton, Pike, Potter, Pow- 
ell, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, 
Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Singleton, William Smith, Tap- 
pan, George Taylor, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins. Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and Wor- 
tendyke—83. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the | 


rules were not suspended. 
During the call of the roll, 
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not yet been considered in the Committee of the || 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I presume that | 
no objection will be made to my proposition when | 
gentlemen understand it. One houris enough for 
the general debate on the Senate amendments. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. We do not | 
know what these amendments are. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. They have been 
reported a long time, and I think that one hour is 
ample for general debate. I appeal to the gentle- 
man to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I cannot. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Then let the 
question be taken on my motion to go into com- 
mittee. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I give notice that to-morrow 
I will move to take from the Speaker’s table the 
amendments of the Senate to the agricultural col- 
lege bill. 


| 
WILLIAM CROSSMAN. | 
On motion of Mr. CHAFFEE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions || 
be discharged from the further consideration of the case of || 
William Crossman, heir at-law of Lydia Crossman, and || 
that it be referred to the Court of Claims. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURNETT. Leask leave to be allowed | 
to set apart a day for the consideration of the | 
business of the District of Columbia. We only || 
ask for one day. | 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I cannot yield. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a ques- | 
tion of privilege. During the last session of Con- | 
gress, | presented, and referred to the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, several petitions in refer- | 
ence to a revision of the tariff. At that time, and | 
since, no action has been taken; and [ now 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I rise to a ques- | 
The motion I have submitted is 


| 
| 
| 
| 





neither a question of privilege, nor a privileged | 
question. 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman 





No action has been taken on them from that day 
to this. L have seen the members of that com- | 
mittee in reference to the matter repeatedly. I 
ask, now, to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Stevenson 
in the chair.) The Chair decides that thatis not 
a question of privilege. 

ir. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Let the reso- | 
lution be read. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Tennessee. 1 object to its | 
reading. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I object to the | 
reading of the resolution. 

Mr. McQUEEN. 1 object to the reception of | 
the resolution, and to its reading. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I moved to sus- | 
pend the rules. Pending that motion the gentle- | 
| 





I appeal from 


man from Pennsylvania sends a resolution up to 
be read. I object to that reading. The gentle- | 
man’s question is neither a question of privilege | 


| nor a privileged question. 


Mr. HILL stated that he thought nine o’clock || 


a better hour for the House, which has so much 
business to attend to; but as he could not get nine, 
he would vote for ten o’clock. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. | 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. When we get into committee, | 
will move to proceed to the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian appropri- 
ation bill. Before we go into committee, Sates 
the usual resolution, that debate be closed in one 
hour after the consideration of those amendments 
shall be commenced. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That cannot 
be done, for the reason that the amendments have 


| 


| debate, unless we have it on both sides. 


| souri moves thatthe rules be suspended, and the 
House “resolve itself into the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. 


| 1 presented petitions from my State, numerously 
signed, asking for a change in the tariff laws. 





Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. .I move that | 
the appeal be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DEWART. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will say—_— 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 


Pending that 
motion the gentleman from Pennsylvania rises, 
and states that he rises to a question of privilege. 
The gentleman will state his question of privilege. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 





These petituons were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. They are there in that com- | 
mittee, and have never been reported back. No | 
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action has been taken upon them. J have person. 
ally appealed to the members of that committee 
to report some measure of relief. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is not a question of 
privilege; and I object to further debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. The question 
of privilege is before the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have a right to object 

The SPEAKER. What is the particular prop. 
osition before the House? 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I offer a res. 


| olution instructing the Committee of Ways and 


Means, at the earliest possible period, to report 
all measures that they have before them bearing 
on the tariff. < 

The SPEAKER directed the resolution to be 
read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 


| and they are hereby, instructed to report to the House, at 
| its next meeting, all propositions now before them looking 


to an increase of revenue to a point sufficient to meet the 
expenses of Government. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that there 


|| is no question of privilege presented in the reso- 
| lution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and 


that, if there was a question of privilege in it, it 
could not be presented to the House ‘pending a 
motion to suspend the rules. The préposition of 
the gentleman from Missouri is to suspend the 
very rules that give to any question of privilege 
its priority before the House. On these two 
grounds the Chair rules, first, that this is no ques- 


| tion of privilege; and, second, that if it was, it 


could not be entertained pending a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CAVANAUGH. I move to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. DEWART. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw my 
appeal. ° 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to its being with- 
drawn. 1 desire to have a vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to withdraw his appeal. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The question was put on Mr. Pueps’s motion; 
and it was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Houston 
in the chair.) 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Senate’s amend- 
ments to the bill (H.R. No. 664) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1860. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Some of the 
amendments of the Senate will probably give rise 
to debate; and I must appeal to the committee that 
the debate may be confined to the subject-matter 
under considerstion. 1 ask that they may be 
read. 

The first four amendments were read as fol- 
lows: 

Page 11, after line two hundred and fifty-five, insert as 
follows : 

Chickasaw Incompetents.—For arrears of interest due Jan- 
uary 1, 1859, on five percent. bonds of the State of Indiana, 
held in trust for the Chickasaw incompetents by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, $350. 

For redemption of the rn sum of said five percent. 
stock held in trust as aforesaid, $2,000, to be invested by 
the Secretary of the Interior in the stock of the United 
States, in lieu of said five per cent. stocks : Provided, That 
the said Indiana five per cent. stocks shall be surrendered 
by the Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall be required to correspond with the Ex- 
ecutive of Indiana for the purpose of effecting an arrange- 
ment relative to the amount due on said stock, and report 
progress to next Congress. 

Page 27, after line six hundred and forty, insert as fol- 
ows: 

For arrears of interest, due January 1, 1859, on five per 
cent. bonds of the State of Indiana, held in trust for the Pot- 
tawatomies by the Secretary of the Interior, $12,053 20. 

For the redemption of the principal sum of five per cent. 
stock, held in trust as aforesaid, , to be invested by 


the Secretary of the Interior in the stock of the United 
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